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House of Representatives

The House met at 2 p.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. MEADOWS).

———

DESIGNATION OF THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
December 1, 2014.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MARK
MEADOWS to act as Speaker pro tempore on
this day.

JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

———

PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer:

Gracious God, we give You thanks for
giving us another day.

You have blessed us with all good
gifts, and this past week, with thankful
hearts, we gathered with family and
loved ones throughout this great land
to celebrate our blessings together.

Bless the Members of the people’s
House, who have been entrusted with
the privilege to serve our Nation, and
all Americans in their need. Grant
them to work together in respect and
affection and to be faithful in the re-
sponsibilities they have been given.

As the end of the first session ap-
proaches, and important work is yet to
be done, bestow upon them the gifts of
wisdom and discernment, that in their
words and actions they will do justice,
love with mercy, and walk humbly
with You.

May all that is done this day be for
Your greater honor and glory.

Amen.

——
THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the

last day’s proceedings and announces
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from South Carolina (Mr.
WILSON) come forward and lead the
House in the Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina led
the Pledge of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————————

COMMUNICATION FROM THE
CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of
Representatives:

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, DC, November 21, 2014.
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER,
Speaker, U.S. Capitol, House of Representatives,
Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on No-
vember 21, 2014 at 9:28 a.m.:

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H. Con. Res. 119.

That the Senate agreed to without amend-
ment H.J. Res. 129.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 5728.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 5441.

That the Senate passed without amend-
ment H.R. 4067.

That the Senate passed with amendments
H.R. 669.

With best wishes, I am

Sincerely,
KAREN L. HAAS.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 4 of rule I, the following
enrolled joint resolution and bills were
signed by Speaker pro tempore Thorn-
berry on Friday, November 21, 2014:

H.J. Res. 129, appointing the day for
the convening of the first session of the
One Hundred Fourteenth Congress;

H.R. 4067, to provide for the extension
of the enforcement instruction on su-
pervision requirements for outpatient
therapeutic services in critical access
and small rural hospitals through 2014;

H.R. 5441, to amend the Federal char-
ter of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of
the United States to reflect the service
of women in the Armed Forces of the
United States;

H.R. 5728, to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 and title 17, United
States Code, to extend expiring provi-
sions relating to the retransmission of
signals of television broadcast stations,
and for other purposes.

————

AMNESTY PUTS ALIENS AHEAD OF
AMERICANS

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, the President’s illegal alien
amnesty plan is unconstitutional and
destroys American jobs.

According to a recent article in The
Washington Times:

President Obama’s temporary amnesty,
which lasts 3 years, declares up to 5 million
illegal immigrants to be lawfully in the
country and eligible for work permits, but it
still deems them ineligible for public bene-
fits such as buying insurance on
Obamacare’s health exchanges. Under the Af-
fordable Care Act, that means businesses
who hire them won’t have to pay a penalty
for not providing them health coverage,
making them $3,000 more attractive than a
similar native-born worker, whom the busi-
ness by law would have to cover.

[J This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., [] 1407 is 2:07 p.m.

Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

Printed on recycled paper.

HB8173



H8174

This gives a disadvantage to legal
Americans and citizens and also legal
immigrants who deserve a job. Sadly,
we are seeing yet another example of
how the President has pushed failed
policies instead of working with House
Republicans to help American families
find jobs.

In conclusion, God bless our troops,
and the President should take actions,
never forgetting September the 11th in
the global war on terrorism.

—————

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 4 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

————
O 1600

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. PETRI) at 4 p.m.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken later.

———————

FINANCIAL INSTITUTION
BANKRUPTCY ACT OF 2014

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5421) to amend title 11 of the
United States Code in order to facili-
tate the resolution of an insolvent fi-
nancial institution in bankruptcy, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5421

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Financial
Institution Bankruptcy Act of 2014”°.

SEC. 2. GENERAL PROVISIONS RELATING TO COV-
ERED FINANCIAL CORPORATIONS.

(a) DEFINITION.—Section 101 of title 11,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
the following after paragraph (9):

‘“(9A) The term ‘covered financial corpora-
tion’ means any corporation incorporated or
organized under any Federal or State law,
other than a stockbroker, a commodity
broker, or an entity of the kind specified in
paragraph (2) or (3) of section 109(b), that is—

‘‘(A) a bank holding company, as defined in
section 2(a) of the Bank Holding Company
Act of 1956; or

‘(B) a corporation that exists for the pri-
mary purpose of owning, controlling and fi-
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nancing its subsidiaries, that has total con-
solidated assets of $50,000,000,000 or greater,
and for which, in its most recently com-
pleted fiscal year—

‘“(i) annual gross revenues derived by the
corporation and all of its subsidiaries from
activities that are financial in nature (as de-
fined in section 4(k) of the Bank Holding
Company Act of 1956) and, if applicable, from
the ownership or control of one or more in-
sured depository institutions, represents 85
percent or more of the consolidated annual
gross revenues of the corporation; or

‘“(ii) the consolidated assets of the corpora-
tion and all of its subsidiaries related to ac-
tivities that are financial in nature (as de-
fined in section 4(k) of the Bank Holding
Company Act of 1956) and, if applicable, re-
lated to the ownership or control of one or
more insured depository institutions, rep-
resents 85 percent or more of the consoli-
dated assets of the corporation.”.

(b) APPLICABILITY OF CHAPTERS.—Section
103 of title 11, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

‘(1) Subchapter V of chapter 11 of this title
applies only in a case under chapter 11 con-
cerning a covered financial corporation.”’.

(¢c) WHO MAY BE A DEBTOR.—Section 109 of
title 11, United States Code, is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘or
the end;

(B) in paragraph (3)(B), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; or”’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(4) a covered financial corporation.”’; and

(2) in subsection (d)—

(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ before ‘‘an uninsured
State member bank’’;

(B) by striking ‘‘or
tion’’; and

(C) by inserting ¢, or a covered financial
corporation” after ‘“Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation Improvement Act of 1991,

(d) CONVERSION TO CHAPTER 7.—Section 1112
of title 11, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:

‘(g) Notwithstanding section 109(b), the
court may convert a case under subchapter V
to a case under chapter 7 if—

‘(1) a transfer approved under section 1185
has been consummated;

““(2) the court has ordered the appointment
of a special trustee under section 1186; and

‘“(3) the court finds, after notice and a
hearing, that conversion is in the best inter-
est of the creditors and the estate.”.

(e)(1) Section 726(a)(1) of title 11, United
States Code, is amended by inserting after
““first,”” the following: ‘“‘in payment of any
unpaid fees, costs, and expenses of a special
trustee appointed under section 1186, and
then’.

(2) Section 1129(a) of title 11, United States
Code, is amended by inserting after para-
graph (16) the following:

‘“(17) In a case under subchapter V, all pay-
able fees, costs, and expenses of the special
trustee have been paid or the plan provides
for the payment of all such fees, costs, and
expenses on the effective date of the plan.

‘(18) In a case under subchapter V, con-
firmation of the plan is not likely to cause
serious adverse effects on financial stability
in the United States.”.

(f) Section 322(b)(2) of title 11, United
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘The”’
and inserting ‘‘In cases under subchapter V,
the United States trustee shall recommend
to the court, and in all other cases, the’.
SEC. 3. LIQUIDATION, REORGANIZATION, OR RE-

CAPITALIZATION OF A COVERED FI-
NANCIAL CORPORATION.

Chapter 11 of title 11, United States Code,
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing:

i)

at

i)

before ‘‘a corpora-
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“SUBCHAPTER V—LIQUIDATION, REOR-
GANIZATION, OR RECAPITALIZATION
OF A COVERED FINANCIAL CORPORA-
TION

“§1181. Inapplicability of other sections
‘“Sections 303 and 321(c) do not apply in a

case under this subchapter concerning a cov-

ered financial corporation.

“§1182. Definitions for this subchapter
“In this subchapter, the following defini-

tions shall apply:

‘(1) The term ‘Board’ means the Board of
Governors of the Federal Reserve System.

‘“(2) The term ‘bridge company’ means a
newly formed corporation to which property
of the estate may be transferred under sec-
tion 1185(a) and the equity securities of
which may be transferred to a special trustee
under section 1186(a).

‘“(3) The term ‘capital structure debt’
means all unsecured debt of the debtor for
borrowed money for which the debtor is the
primary obligor, other than a qualified fi-
nancial contract and other than debt secured
by a lien on property of the estate that is to
be transferred to a bridge company pursuant
to an order of the court under section 1185(a).

‘“(4) The term ‘contractual right’ means a
contractual right of a kind defined in section
555, 556, 559, 560, or 561.

‘(6) The term ‘qualified financial contract’
means any contract of a kind defined in
paragraph (25), (38A), (47), or (563B) of section
101, section 741(7), or paragraph (4), (5), (11),
or (13) of section 761.

‘“(6) The term ‘special trustee’ means the
trustee of a trust formed under section
1186(a)(1).

“§1183. Commencement of a case concerning
a covered financial corporation
‘“‘(a) A case under this subchapter con-

cerning a covered financial corporation may

be commenced by the filing of a petition
with the court—

‘(1) by the debtor under section 301 only if
the debtor states to the best of its knowledge
under penalty of perjury in the petition that
it is a covered financial corporation; or

‘(2) by the Board only if the Board states
to the best of its knowledge under penalty of
perjury in the petition that—

‘“(A) the debtor is a covered financial cor-
poration that—

‘(i) has incurred losses that will deplete all
or substantially all of the capital of the cov-
ered financial corporation, and there is no
reasonable prospect for the covered financial
corporation to avoid such depletion;

‘“(ii) is insolvent;

‘“(iii) is not paying, or is unable to pay, the
debts of the covered financial corporation
(other than debts subject to a bona fide dis-
pute as to liability or amount) as they be-
come due; or

‘“(iv) is likely to be in a financial condition
specified in clause (i), (ii), or (iii) sufficiently
soon such that the immediate commence-
ment of a case under this subchapter is nec-
essary to prevent serious adverse effects on
financial stability in the United States; and

‘(B) the commencement of a case under
this title and effecting a transfer under sec-
tion 1185 is necessary to prevent serious ad-
verse effects on financial stability in the
United States.

“(b)(1) Unless the debtor consents to an
order for relief, the court shall hold a hear-
ing on the Board’s petition under subsection
(a)(2) as soon as practicable but not later
than 16 hours after the Board files such a pe-
tition, with notice only to—

‘“(A) the covered financial corporation;

‘“‘(B) the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor-
poration;

‘(C) the Office of the Comptroller of the
Currency of the Department of the Treasury;
and
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‘(D) the Secretary of the Treasury.

‘(2) Only the Board and the entities speci-
fied in paragraph (1) and their counsel may
participate in a hearing described in this
subsection. The Board or the trustee may re-
quest that pleadings, hearings, transcripts,
and orders in connection with a hearing de-
scribed in this subsection be sealed if their
disclosure could create financial instability
in the United States.

‘(3) All pleadings, hearings, transcripts,
and orders sealed under paragraph (2) shall
be available to only the court, the appellate
panel, the covered financial corporation, the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, the
Office of the Comptroller of the Currency of
the Department of the Treasury, the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, and the Board. Not-
withstanding paragraph (2), if the case is dis-
missed, all court documents, including
pleadings, hearings, transcripts, and orders,
shall be permanently sealed.

“(e)(1) The commencement of a case under
subsection (a)(1) constitutes an order for re-
lief under this subchapter.

‘(2) In a case commenced under subsection
(a)(2), after notice and hearing required
under subsection (b) and not later than 18
hours after the filing of the Board’s petition,
the court shall enter—

‘“(A) an order for relief—

‘(i) if the Board has shown at the hearing
under this subsection that the requirements
under subsection (a)(2) are supported by a
preponderance of the evidence; or

‘‘(ii) if the debtor consents to the Board’s
petition under subsection (a)(2); or

‘(B) an order dismissing the case.

“(d)(1) The covered financial corporation
or the Board may appeal to the court of ap-
peals from an order entered by the court
under subsection (¢)(2) not later than 1 hour
after the court enters such order, with notice
only to the entities specified in subsection
(b)(1) and the Board. Such order shall be
stayed pending such appeal.

‘(2) The appellate panel specified under
section 298(c)(1) of title 28 for the judicial
circuit in which the case is pending shall
hear the appeal under paragraph (1) within 12
hours of the filing of the notice of appeal
under this subsection. The standard of re-
view shall be abuse of discretion. The appel-
late panel shall enter an order determining
the matter that is the subject of the appeal
not later than 14 hours after the notice of ap-
peal is filed.

‘“(3) The court may not, on account of an
appeal from an order for relief under section
1183(d)(1), delay any proceeding under sec-
tion 1185, except that the court shall not au-
thorize a transfer under section 1185 before
the determination of the appeal.

‘‘(e) The members of the board of directors
(or body performing similar functions) of a
covered financial company shall have no li-
ability to shareholders, creditors or other
parties in interest for a good faith filing or
consenting in good faith to a petition with
respect to a case under this subchapter, or
for any reasonable action taken in good faith
in contemplation of or in connection with
such a petition or a transfer under section
1185 or section 1186, whether prior to or after
commencement of the case.

“(f) Counsel to the debtor or the Board
shall provide, to the greatest extent prac-
ticable, sufficient confidential notice to the
Office of Court Services of the Administra-
tive Office of the United States Courts re-
garding the potential commencement of a
subchapter V case without disclosing the
identity of the potential debtor in order to
allow such office to randomly designate and
ensure the ready availability of one of the
bankruptcy judges designated under section
298(b)(1) of title 28 to be available to preside
over such subchapter V case.
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“§1184. Regulators

‘““The Board, the Securities Exchange Com-
mission, the Office of the Comptroller of the
Currency of the Department of the Treasury,
and the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion may raise and may appear and be heard
on any issue in any case or proceeding under
this subchapter.

“§1185. Special transfer of property of the es-
tate

‘“(a) On request of the trustee or the Board,
and after notice and a hearing that shall
occur not less than 24 hours after the order
for relief, the court may order a transfer
under this section of property of the estate,
and the assignment of executory contracts,
unexpired leases, and qualified financial con-
tracts of the debtor, to a bridge company.
Upon the entry of an order approving such
transfer, any property transferred, and any
executory contracts, unexpired leases, and
qualified financial contracts assigned under
such order shall no longer be property of the
estate. Except as provided under this sec-
tion, the provisions of sections 363 and 365
shall apply to a transfer and assignment
under this section.

‘“(b) Unless the court orders otherwise, no-
tice of a request for an order under sub-
section (a) shall consist of electronic or tele-
phonic notice of not less than 24 hours to—

‘(1) the debtor;

‘“(2) the holders of the 20 largest secured
claims against the debtor;

‘“(3) the holders of the 20 largest unsecured
claims against the debtor;

‘“(4) counterparties to any debt, executory
contract, unexpired lease, and qualified fi-
nancial contract requested to be transferred
under this section;

““(5) the Board;

‘“(6) the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor-
poration;

‘(7 the Secretary of the Treasury and the
Office of the Comptroller of the Currency of
the Treasury;

““(8) the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion;

‘“(9) the United States trustee or bank-
ruptcy administrator; and

‘“(10) each primary financial regulatory
agency, as defined in section 2(12) of the
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act, with respect to any
affiliate the equity securities of which are
proposed to be transferred under this sec-
tion.

‘(c) The court may not order a transfer
under this section unless the court deter-
mines, based upon a preponderance of the
evidence, that—

‘(1) the transfer under this section is nec-
essary to prevent serious adverse effects on
financial stability in the United States;

‘“(2) the transfer does not provide for the
assumption of any capital structure debt by
the bridge company;

‘“(3) the transfer does not provide for the
transfer to the bridge company of any prop-
erty of the estate that is subject to a lien se-
curing a debt, executory contract, unexpired
lease or agreement of the debtor unless—

““(A)(i) the bridge company assumes such
debt, executory contract, unexpired lease or
agreement, including any claims arising in
respect thereof that would not be allowed se-
cured claims under section 506(a)(1) and after
giving effect to such transfer, such property
remains subject to the lien securing such
debt, executory contract, unexpired lease or
agreement; and

“(ii) the court has determined that as-
sumption of such debt, executory contract,
unexpired lease or agreement by the bridge
company is in the best interests of the es-
tate; or
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‘“(B) such property is being transferred to
the bridge company in accordance with the
provisions of section 363;

‘‘(4) the transfer does not provide for the
assumption by the bridge company of any
debt, executory contract, unexpired lease or
agreement of the debtor secured by a lien on
property in which the estate has an interest
unless the transfer provides for such prop-
erty to be transferred to the bridge company
in accordance with paragraph (3)(A) of this
subsection;

‘(6) the transfer does not provide for the
transfer of the equity of the debtor;

‘“(6) the party requesting the transfer
under this subsection has demonstrated that
the bridge company is not likely to fail to
meet the obligations of any debt, executory
contract, qualified financial contract, or un-
expired lease assumed and assigned to the
bridge company;

“(7T) the transfer provides for the transfer
to a special trustee all of the equity securi-
ties in the bridge company and appointment
of a special trustee in accordance with sec-
tion 1186;

‘“(8) after giving effect to the transfer, ade-
quate provision has been made for the fees,
costs, and expenses of the estate and special
trustee; and

‘“(9) the bridge company will have gov-
erning documents, and initial directors and
senior officers, that are in the best interest
of creditors and the estate.

‘(d) Immediately before a transfer under
the section, the bridge company that is the
recipient of the transfer shall—

‘(1) not have any property, executory con-
tracts, unexpired leases, or debts, other than
any property acquired or executory con-
tracts, unexpired leases, or debts assumed
when acting as a transferee of a transfer
under this section; and

‘“(2) have equity securities that are prop-
erty of the estate, which may be sold or dis-
tributed in accordance with this title.
“§1186. Special trustee

‘‘(a)(1) An order approving a transfer under
section 1185 shall require the trustee to
transfer to a qualified and independent spe-
cial trustee, who is appointed by the court,
all of the equity securities in the bridge com-
pany that is the recipient of a transfer under
section 1185 to hold in trust for the sole ben-
efit of the estate, subject to satisfaction of
the special trustee’s fees, costs, and ex-
penses. The trust of which the special trust-
ee is the trustee shall be a newly formed
trust governed by a trust agreement ap-
proved by the court as in the best interests
of the estate, and shall exist for the sole pur-
pose of holding and administering, and shall
be permitted to dispose of, the equity securi-
ties of the bridge company in accordance
with the trust agreement.

‘(2) In connection with the hearing to ap-
prove a transfer under section 1185, the trust-
ee shall confirm to the court that the Board
has been consulted regarding the identity of
the proposed special trustee and advise the
court of the results of such consultation.

“(b) The trust agreement governing the
trust shall provide—

‘(1) for the payment of the fees, costs, ex-
penses, and indemnities of the special trust-
ee from the assets of the debtor’s estate;

‘“(2) that the special trustee provide—

“(A) quarterly reporting to the estate,
which shall be filed with the court; and

‘(B) information about the bridge com-
pany reasonably requested by a party in in-
terest to prepare a disclosure statement for
a plan providing for distribution of any secu-
rities of the bridge company if such informa-
tion is necessary to prepare such disclosure
statement;

‘“(3) that for as long as the equity securi-
ties of the bridge company are held by the
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trust, the special trustee shall file a notice
with the court in connection with—

‘“(A) any change in a director or senior of-
ficer of the bridge company;

‘(B) any modification to the governing
documents of the bridge company; and

‘(C) any material corporate action of the
bridge company, including—

‘(i) recapitalization;

‘‘(ii) a material borrowing;

‘“(iii) termination of an intercompany debt
or guarantee;

“(iv) a transfer of a substantial portion of
the assets of the bridge company; or

‘(v) the issuance or sale of any securities
of the bridge company;

‘“(4) that any sale of any equity securities
of the bridge company shall not be con-
summated until the special trustee consults
with the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion and the Board regarding such sale and
discloses the results of such consultation
with the court;

‘“(5) that, subject to reserves for payments
permitted under paragraph (1) provided for in
the trust agreement, the proceeds of the sale
of any equity securities of the bridge com-
pany by the special trustee be held in trust
for the benefit of or transferred to the es-
tate;

‘“(6) the process and guidelines for the re-
placement of the special trustee; and

“(T) that the property held in trust by the
special trustee is subject to distribution in
accordance with subsection (c¢).

‘(e)(1) The special trustee shall distribute
the assets held in trust—

““(A) if the court confirms a plan in the
case, in accordance with the plan on the ef-
fective date of the plan; or

‘“(B) if the case is converted to a case
under chapter 7, as ordered by the court.

‘“(2) As soon as practicable after a final dis-
tribution under paragraph (1), the office of
the special trustee shall terminate, except as
may be necessary to wind up and conclude
the business and financial affairs of the
trust.

‘‘(d) After a transfer to the special trustee
under this section, the special trustee shall
be subject only to applicable nonbankruptcy
law, and the actions and conduct of the spe-
cial trustee shall no longer be subject to ap-
proval by the court in the case under this
subchapter.

“§1187. Temporary and supplemental auto-
matic stay; assumed debt

‘““(a)(1) A petition filed under section 1183
operates as a stay, applicable to all entities,
of the termination, acceleration, or modi-
fication of any debt, contract, lease, or
agreement of the kind described in para-
graph (2), or of any right or obligation under
any such debt, contract, lease, or agreement,
solely because of—

““(A) a default by the debtor under any
such debt, contract, lease, or agreement; or

‘“(B) a provision in such debt, contract,
lease, or agreement, or in applicable non-
bankruptcy law, that is conditioned on—

‘(i) the insolvency or financial condition
of the debtor at any time before the closing
of the case;

‘“(ii) the commencement of a case under
this title concerning the debtor;

‘“(iii) the appointment of or taking posses-
sion by a trustee in a case under this title
concerning the debtor or by a custodian be-
fore the commencement of the case; or

‘‘(iv) a credit rating agency rating, or ab-
sence or withdrawal of a credit rating agency
rating—

“(ID) of the debtor at any time after the
commencement of the case;

““(IT) of an affiliate during the period from
the commencement of the case until 48 hours
after such order is entered;
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‘(IIT) of the bridge company while the
trustee or the special trustee is a direct or
indirect beneficial holder of more than 50
percent of the equity securities of—

‘‘(aa) the bridge company; or

‘“(bb) the affiliate, if all of the direct or in-
direct interests in the affiliate that are prop-
erty of the estate are transferred under sec-
tion 1185; or

“(IV) of an affiliate while the trustee or
the special trustee is a direct or indirect ben-
eficial holder of more than 50 percent of the
equity securities of—

‘‘(aa) the bridge company; or

‘“(bb) the affiliate, if all of the direct or in-
direct interests in the affiliate that are prop-
erty of the estate are transferred under sec-
tion 1185.

‘(2) A debt, contract, lease, or agreement
described in this paragraph is—

‘“(A) any debt (other than capital structure
debt), executory contract, or unexpired lease
of the debtor (other than a qualified finan-
cial contract);

“(B) any agreement under which the debt-
or issued or is obligated for debt (other than
capital structure debt);

‘(C) any debt, executory contract, or unex-
pired lease of an affiliate (other than a quali-
fied financial contract); or

‘(D) any agreement under which an affil-
iate issued or is obligated for debt.

‘“(3) The stay under this subsection termi-
nates—

‘“(A) for the benefit of the debtor, upon the
earliest of—

‘(i) 48 hours after the commencement of
the case;

‘“(ii) assumption of the debt, contract,
lease, or agreement by the bridge company
under an order authorizing a transfer under
section 1185;

‘‘(iii) a final order of the court denying the
request for a transfer under section 1185; or

‘“(iv) the time the case is dismissed; and

‘(B) for the benefit of an affiliate, upon the
earliest of—

‘“(i) the entry of an order authorizing a
transfer under section 1185 in which the di-
rect or indirect interests in the affiliate that
are property of the estate are not transferred
under section 1185;

‘(ii) a final order by the court denying the
request for a transfer under section 1185;

‘‘(iii) 48 hours after the commencement of
the case if the court has not ordered a trans-
fer under section 1185; or

“(iv) the time the case is dismissed.

‘“(4) Subsections (d), (e), (f), and (g) of sec-
tion 362 apply to a stay under this sub-
section.

“(b) A debt, executory contract (other than
a qualified financial contract), or unexpired
lease of the debtor, or an agreement under
which the debtor has issued or is obligated
for any debt, may be assumed by a bridge
company in a transfer under section 1185 not-
withstanding any provision in an agreement
or in applicable nonbankruptcy law that—

‘(1) prohibits, restricts, or conditions the
assignment of the debt, contract, lease, or
agreement; or

““(2) accelerates, terminates, or modifies,
or permits a party other than the debtor to
terminate or modify, the debt, contract,
lease, or agreement on account of—

“(A) the assignment of the debt, contract,
lease, or agreement; or

‘(B) a change in control of any party to
the debt, contract, lease, or agreement.

“(c)(1) A debt, contract, lease, or agree-
ment of the kind described in subparagraph
(A) or (B) of subsection (a)(2) may not be ac-
celerated, terminated, or modified, and any
right or obligation under such debt, con-
tract, lease, or agreement may not be accel-
erated, terminated, or modified, as to the
bridge company solely because of a provision
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in the debt, contract, lease, or agreement or
in applicable nonbankruptcy law—

““(A) of the kind described in subsection
(a)(1)(B) as applied to the debtor;

‘(B) that prohibits, restricts, or conditions
the assignment of the debt, contract, lease,
or agreement; or

‘(C) that accelerates, terminates, or modi-
fies, or permits a party other than the debtor
to terminate or modify, the debt, contract,
lease or agreement on account of—

‘(i) the assignment of the debt, contract,
lease, or agreement; or

‘(ii) a change in control of any party to
the debt, contract, lease, or agreement.

‘(2) If there is a default by the debtor
under a provision other than the kind de-
scribed in paragraph (1) in a debt, contract,
lease or agreement of the kind described in
subparagraph (A) or (B) of subsection (a)(2),
the bridge company may assume such debt,
contract, lease, or agreement only if the
bridge company—

‘‘(A) shall cure the default;

‘(B) compensates, or provides adequate as-
surance in connection with a transfer under
section 1185 that the bridge company will
promptly compensate, a party other than the
debtor to the debt, contract, lease, or agree-
ment, for any actual pecuniary loss to the
party resulting from the default; and

‘“(C) provides adequate assurance in con-
nection with a transfer under section 1185 of
future performance under the debt, contract,
lease, or agreement, as determined by the
court under section 1185(c)(4).

“§1188. Treatment of qualified financial con-
tracts and affiliate contracts

‘“‘(a) Notwithstanding sections 362(b)(6),
362(b)(7), 362(b)(17), 362(b)(27), 362(0), 555, 556,
559, 560, and 561, a petition filed under sec-
tion 1183 operates as a stay, during the pe-
riod specified in section 1187(a)(3)(A), appli-
cable to all entities, of the exercise of a con-
tractual right—

‘(1) to cause the modification, liquidation,
termination, or acceleration of a qualified fi-
nancial contract of the debtor or an affiliate;

‘(2) to offset or net out any termination
value, payment amount, or other transfer
obligation arising under or in connection
with a qualified financial contract of the
debtor or an affiliate; or

“(3) under any security agreement or ar-
rangement or other credit enhancement
forming a part of or related to a qualified fi-
nancial contract of the debtor or an affiliate.

“(b)(1) During the period specified in sec-
tion 1187(a)(3)(A), the trustee or the affiliate
shall perform all payment and delivery obli-
gations under such qualified financial con-
tract of the debtor or the affiliate, as the
case may be, that become due after the com-
mencement of the case. The stay provided
under subsection (a) terminates as to a
qualified financial contract of the debtor or
an affiliate immediately upon the failure of
the trustee or the affiliate, as the case may
be, to perform any such obligation during
such period.

‘(2) Any failure by a counterparty to any
qualified financial contract of the debtor or
any affiliate to perform any payment or de-
livery obligation under such qualified finan-
cial contract, including during the pendency
of the stay provided under subsection (a),
shall constitute a breach of such qualified fi-
nancial contract by the counterparty.

‘“(c) Subject to the court’s approval, a
qualified financial contract between an enti-
ty and the debtor may be assigned to or as-
sumed by the bridge company in a transfer
under section 1185 if and only if—

(1) all qualified financial contracts be-
tween the entity and the debtor are assigned
to and assumed by the bridge company in the
transfer under section 1185;
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‘“(2) all claims of the entity against the
debtor under any qualified financial contract
between the entity and the debtor (other
than any claim that, under the terms of the
qualified financial contract, is subordinated
to the claims of general unsecured creditors)
are assigned to and assumed by the bridge
company;

““(3) all claims of the debtor against the en-
tity under any qualified financial contract
between the entity and the debtor are as-
signed to and assumed by the bridge com-
pany; and

‘“(4) all property securing or any other
credit enhancement furnished by the debtor
for any qualified financial contract described
in paragraph (1) or any claim described in
paragraph (2) or (3) under any qualified fi-
nancial contract between the entity and the
debtor is assigned to and assumed by the
bridge company.

‘‘(d) Notwithstanding any provision of a
qualified financial contract or of applicable
nonbankruptcy law, a qualified financial
contract of the debtor that is assumed or as-
signed in a transfer under section 1185 may
not be accelerated, terminated, or modified,
after the entry of the order approving a
transfer under section 1185, and any right or
obligation under the qualified financial con-
tract may not be accelerated, terminated, or
modified, after the entry of the order approv-
ing a transfer under section 1185 solely be-
cause of a condition described in section
1187(c)(1), other than a condition of the kind
specified in section 1187(b) that occurs after
property of the estate no longer includes a
direct beneficial interest or an indirect bene-
ficial interest through the special trustee, in
more than 50 percent of the equity securities
of the bridge company.

‘“(e) Notwithstanding any provision of any
agreement or in applicable nonbankruptcy
law, an agreement of an affiliate (including
an executory contract, an unexpired lease,
qualified financial contract, or an agreement
under which the affiliate issued or is obli-
gated for debt) and any right or obligation
under such agreement may not be acceler-
ated, terminated, or modified, solely because
of a condition described in section 1187(c)(1),
other than a condition of the kind specified
in section 1187(b) that occurs after the bridge
company is no longer a direct or indirect
beneficial holder of more than 50 percent of
the equity securities of the affiliate, at any
time after the commencement of the case
if—

‘(1) all direct or indirect interests in the
affiliate that are property of the estate are
transferred under section 1185 to the bridge
company within the period specified in sub-
section (a);

¢(2) the bridge company assumes—

‘““(A) any guarantee or other credit en-
hancement issued by the debtor relating to
the agreement of the affiliate; and

‘(B) any right of setoff, netting arrange-
ment, or debt of the debtor that directly
arises out of or directly relates to the guar-
antee or credit enhancement; and

‘(3) any property of the estate that di-
rectly serves as collateral for the guarantee
or credit enhancement is transferred to the
bridge company.

“§1189. Licenses, permits, and registrations

‘“‘(a) Notwithstanding any otherwise appli-
cable nonbankruptcy law, if a request is
made under section 1185 for a transfer of
property of the estate, any Federal, State, or
local license, permit, or registration that the
debtor or an affiliate had immediately before
the commencement of the case and that is
proposed to be transferred under section 1185
may not be accelerated, terminated, or
modified at any time after the request solely
on account of—
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‘(1) the insolvency or financial condition
of the debtor at any time before the closing
of the case;

‘“(2) the commencement of a case under
this title concerning the debtor;

‘“(3) the appointment of or taking posses-
sion by a trustee in a case under this title
concerning the debtor or by a custodian be-
fore the commencement of the case; or

‘“(4) a transfer under section 1185.

‘“(b) Notwithstanding any otherwise appli-
cable nonbankruptcy law, any Federal,
State, or local license, permit, or registra-
tion that the debtor had immediately before
the commencement of the case that is in-
cluded in a transfer under section 1185 shall
be valid and all rights and obligations there-
under shall vest in the bridge company.
“§1190. Exemption from securities laws

“For purposes of section 1145, a security of
the bridge company shall be deemed to be a
security of a successor to the debtor under a
plan if the court approves the disclosure
statement for the plan as providing adequate
information (as defined in section 1125(a))
about the bridge company and the security.
“§1191. Inapplicability of certain avoiding

powers

‘A transfer made or an obligation incurred
by the debtor to an affiliate prior to or after
the commencement of the case, including
any obligation released by the debtor or the
estate to or for the benefit of an affiliate, in
contemplation of or in connection with a
transfer under section 1185 is not avoidable
under section 544, 547, 548(a)(1)(B), or 549, or
under any similar nonbankruptcy law.
“§1192. Consideration of financial stability

“The court may consider the effect that
any decision in connection with this sub-
chapter may have on financial stability in
the United States.”.

SEC. 4. AMENDMENTS TO TITLE
STATES CODE.

(a) AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 13.—Chapter 13
of title 28, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:

“§298. Judge for a case under subchapter V

of chapter 11 of title 11

‘“(a) Notwithstanding section 295, the Chief
Justice of the United States shall designate
not fewer than 3 judges of the courts of ap-
peals in not fewer than 4 circuits to serve on
an appellate panel to be available to hear an
appeal under section 1183 of title 11 in a case
under such title concerning a covered finan-
cial corporation. Appellate judges may re-
quest to be considered by the Chief Justice of
the United States for such designation.

‘“(b)(1) Notwithstanding section 295, the
Chief Justice of the United States shall des-
ignate not fewer than 10 bankruptcy judges
to be available to hear a case under sub-
chapter V of chapter 11 of title 11. Bank-
ruptcy judges may request to be considered
by the Chief Justice of the United States for
such designation.

‘“(2) Notwithstanding section 155, a case
under subchapter V of chapter 11 of title 11
shall be heard under section 157 by a bank-
ruptcy judge designated under paragraph (1),
who shall be assigned to hear such case by
the chief judge of the court of appeals for the
circuit embracing the district in which the
case is pending. To the greatest extent prac-
ticable, the approvals required under section
155 should be obtained.

‘“(3) If the bankruptcy judge assigned to
hear a case under paragraph (2) is not as-
signed to the district in which the case is
pending, the bankruptcy judge shall be tem-
porarily assigned to the district.

‘“(c)(1) The court of appeals shall have ju-
risdiction of appeals from all orders for relief
and orders of dismissal under section 1183 of
title 11.
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‘(2) Notwithstanding section 295, in an ap-
peal under paragraph (1) in a case under title
11 concerning a covered financial corpora-
tion shall be heard by—

““(A) 3 judges selected from the appellate
panel designated under subsection (a); or

“(B) if the 3 judges of such panel are not
immediately available to hear the case, 3
judges designated under subsection (a) from
another circuit and assigned by the Chief
Justice of the United States to hear the case.

‘“(8) If any of the judges of the appellate
panel specified in paragraph (2) is not as-
signed to the circuit in which the appeal is
pending, the judges shall be temporarily as-
signed to the circuit.

‘“(4) A case under subchapter V of chapter
11 of title 11, and all proceedings in the case,
shall take place in the district in which the
case is pending.

‘(d) In this section, the term ‘covered fi-
nancial corporation’ has the meaning given
that term in section 101(9A) of title 11.”’.

(b) AMENDMENT TO SECTION 1334.—Section
1334 of title 28, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following:

‘“(f) This section does not grant jurisdic-
tion to the district court after a transfer
pursuant to an order under section 1185 of
title 11 of any proceeding related to a special
trustee appointed, or to a bridge company
formed, in connection with a case under sub-
chapter V of chapter 11 of title 11.”.

(c) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 13 of
title 28, United States Code, is amended by
adding at the end the following:
¢“298. Judge for a case under subchapter V of

chapter 11 of title 11.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) and the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have b5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on H.R. 5421, currently under con-
sideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Today, we take an important step to-
ward preventing the taxpayer-funded
bailouts that characterized the 2008 fi-
nancial crisis. The legislation before
us, the Financial Institution Bank-
ruptcy Act, enhances the Bankruptcy
Code to facilitate the resolution of a
failing financial institution through
the bankruptcy process. In doing so,
this will help to ensure that private
creditors, not taxpayers, bear the
losses related to a failing financial in-
stitution.

The Financial Institution Bank-
ruptcy Act is the culmination of years
of review and research by the Judiciary
Committee; other committees; and ex-
perts from the financial, regulatory,
legal, and academic communities who
helped to examine how best to prevent
another financial crisis from occurring
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and avert the use of taxpayer moneys
to bail out failing firms.

The Judiciary Committee has par-
ticipated in and promoted this review
with the aim of examining whether the
bankruptcy laws could be improved to
enhance the prospects of resolving a fi-
nancial institution through the bank-
ruptcy process.

During the course of two oversight
hearings this Congress, the Sub-
committee on Regulatory Reform,
Commercial, and Antitrust Law re-
ceived testimony that the Bankruptcy
Code could be improved to better facili-
tate a resolution of a financial firm
and that an amendment to chapter 11
to provide for a specialized subchapter
would be the most efficient approach to
that goal.

Following these hearings, the com-
mittee worked in a bipartisan fashion
to draft legislation that built on this
record and integrated witnesses’ and
leading experts’ recommendations.
These efforts culminated in a discus-
sion draft of the Financial Institution
Bankruptcy Act of 2014, which was the
subject of a legislative hearing on July
15, 2014. All witnesses at the hearing
testified that, subject to a few modi-
fications, the Financial Institution
Bankruptcy Act should be enacted into
law.

In connection with the July 15 hear-
ing, the committee circulated the draft
legislation to a number of interested
parties, including the Federal Reserve,
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion, the Office of the Comptroller of
the Currency, the Administrative Of-
fice of the United States Courts, the
National Conference of Bankruptcy
Judges, the National Bankruptcy Con-
ference, and the International Swaps
and Derivatives Association.

The committee again, in a bipartisan
fashion, received, reviewed, and incor-
porated multiple comments submitted
by these and other parties. The bill was
introduced and approved by the com-
mittee by voice vote on September 10
of this year.

The bill on the floor today is a reflec-
tion of the careful, deliberate, thor-
ough, and bipartisan process the bill
received and is the product of a diverse
range of views from a variety of inter-
ested parties.

The Financial Institution Bank-
ruptcy Act makes several improve-
ments to the Bankruptcy Code in order
to enhance the prospect of an efficient
resolution of a financial firm through
the bankruptcy process. The bill allows
for a speedy transfer of the operating
assets of a financial firm over the
course of a weekend.

This quick transfer allows the finan-
cial firm to continue operating in the
normal course, which preserves the
value of the enterprise for the firm’s
creditors without having a significant
impact on the firm’s employees, sup-
pliers, and customers.

The bill also requires an expedited
judicial review by judges designated in
advance and selected by the chief jus-
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tice for their experience, expertise, and
willingness to preside over these com-
plex cases; furthermore, the legislation
provides for key input from the finan-
cial institution’s regulators during the
process.

The Financial Institution Bank-
ruptcy Act is a bipartisan, balanced ap-
proach that increases transparency and
predictability in the resolution of a fi-
nancial firm.

I am pleased that the ranking mem-
ber of the House Judiciary Committee,
Mr. CONYERS, joined in introducing this
important legislation, and I want to
thank him and his staff for working
hand in hand with us during the devel-
opment of this bill.

I also would like to thank the chair-
man of the Subcommittee on Regu-
latory Reform, Commercial, and Anti-
trust Law, Mr. BACHUS, for introducing
the Financial Institution Bankruptcy
Act.

It is no mistake that the former
chairman of the Financial Services
Committee is the lead sponsor of this
legislation. Mr. BACHUS has been a
longstanding champion of the bank-
ruptcy process, and that was reflected
in the multiple subcommittee hearings
he chaired on this issue.

This legislation is a tribute to his
many years dedicated to financial serv-
ices and bankruptcy issues, and he will
be sorely missed next Congress. I wish
him all the best during the next chap-
ter of his life.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Ladies and gentlemen of the House, 1
rise in strong support of H.R. 5421, as
amended, the Financial Institution
Bankruptcy Act of 2014.

It is intended to ensure that the reso-
lution of large, complex financial insti-
tutions on the verge of insolvency can
be better facilitated under the Bank-
ruptcy Code. I support this legislation
for several reasons.

First, it addresses a real need, which
is recognized by the regulatory agen-
cies, bankruptcy experts, and the pri-
vate sector, that the bankruptcy law
must be amended, so that it can expe-
ditiously restore trust in the financial
marketplace after the collapse of a
major financial institution.

Such was the case with the failure of
Lehman Brothers in 2008, for example,
which caused a worldwide freeze on the
availability of credit, wreaking havoc
on Wall Street, as well as on Main
Street. The near collapse of our Na-
tion’s economy that resulted from Leh-
man’s failure revealed that current
bankruptcy law is, unfortunately, ill-
equipped to deal with complex finan-
cial institutions that are in economic
distress.

This legislation, accordingly, creates
a court-supervised, orderly liquidation
mechanism that will be guided by the
regulators.

In sum, this process will allow a fail-
ing financial institution to transfer its
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assets to a newly-formed bridge com-
pany over a single weekend, which will
promote confidence in the financial
marketplace.

The institution’s equity and debt will
remain in the bankruptcy case to be
administered by a trustee under court
supervision. As a result, value assets
will be maximized for the benefit of
creditors, and the marketplace will be
stabilized.

Additionally, I support the legisla-
tion because it appropriately recog-
nizes the important role the Dodd-
Frank Act has in the regulation of
large financial institutions. Without a
doubt, the Great Recession was a direct
result of the regulatory equivalent of
the Wild West.

The Dodd-Frank Act goes a long way
toward reinvigorating a regulatory sys-
tem that makes the financial market-
place more accountable and, hopefully,
more resilient. The act also institutes
long-needed consumer protections that
have up until now not been available.

Title II of the Dodd-Frank Act estab-
lishes a mandatory administratively-
driven resolution process to wind down
large financial institutions. Title II is
a critical enforcement tool for bank
regulators to facilitate compliance
with the act’s heightened regulatory
requirements for large companies.

Nevertheless, the Dodd-Frank Act
clearly recognizes that bankruptcy
should be a first resort and that the
title II’s orderly liquidation process
should be a last resort.

In fact, title I of the act explicitly re-
quires these companies to write so-
called ‘‘living wills” that must explain
how they will resolve their financial
difficulties in a hypothetical bank-
ruptcy scenario. This is because bank-
ruptcy law has, for more than 100
years, enabled some of the Nation’s
largest companies to regain their fi-
nancial footing.

I am from Detroit, and I remember
that General Motors and the Chrysler
Corporation were major beneficiaries.
H.R. 5421 will ensure that bankruptcy
is a truly viable alternative to the
Dodd-Frank Act’s resolution process.

I am pleased to note, as has been ref-
erenced by the chairman of the Judici-
ary Committee, that this legislation is
the product of a very collaborative, bi-
partisan, and deliberate process, which
should be the norm, not the exception,
when it comes to drafting legislation,
so a tip of my hat to Chairman GOOD-
LATTE and to the subcommittee chair-
man for the work that they have done
in bringing this legislation to this
point.

For example, this bill, unlike similar
legislation in the Senate, doesn’t in-
clude any controversial provisions
aimed at undoing the important pro-
tections of the Dodd-Frank Act.

I should also note, however, that H.R.
5421 does not include any provision al-
lowing companies to have access to
lenders of last resort. Nearly every ex-
pert recognizes that such access, even
if it is the Federal Government, is a
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necessary element to ensure financial
stability.

I want to acknowledge the excellent
level of cooperation on both sides of
the aisle on the Judiciary Committee
in producing the legislation that is
pending before us today, and I urge my
colleagues to support this measure.

I would like to just add that my
friend, SPENCER BACHUS of Alabama, is
a longtime Member who has been par-
ticularly active over the years in the
areas of administrative law, as well as
immigration and criminal justice.

I find him an individual of principle
who has worked on many bipartisan
initiatives. I understand Representa-
tive BACHUS’ father often used the
adage, “If you can’t say anything nice
about a person, don’t say anything at
all.”

Mr. BACHUS has certainly adhered to
that advice, as he was a consummate
gentleman who wielded the gavel with
fairness at all times when it was his
turn to sit in the chair.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.
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Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, at
this time, it is my pleasure to yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. BACHUS), the chairman of
the Subcommittee on Regulatory Re-
form, Commercial and Antitrust Law,
and the chief sponsor of this legisla-
tion.

Mr. BACHUS. Mr. Speaker, first let
me thank Chairman GOODLATTE and
Ranking Member CONYERS—former
Chairman CONYERS—for those kind re-
marks. I have been fortunate to asso-
ciate with both of you gentlemen over
the past years and appreciate the con-
fidence you have entrusted in me, and
I take those kind words to heart.

I want to thank both of you for this
legislation because, as we know in the
legislative process, this went by reg-
ular order, which is how all bills should
proceed. And the gentleman from Ten-
nessee (Mr. COHEN), who was then my
subcommittee ranking member, and
now the gentleman from Georgia (Mr.
JOHNSON) were both very cooperative.

We also know that good legislation
has to have a good staff, and on the
subcommittee, we were blessed by
three fine individuals and their support
staffs: Anthony Grossi and Daniel Flo-
res on the majority side, and sitting
over there next to Mr. CONYERS is
Susan Jensen. And they worked to-
gether. They worked for what was best.
I saw no partisanship, no gamesman-
ship. It was a group effort.

They were also backed by the Na-
tional Bankruptcy Conference, the Ad-
ministrative Office of Courts, the
Bankruptcy Judicial Conference, as
well as the attorneys bar both for
creditors and debtors, both for con-
sumers and for the institution. They
all came together. We had many people
from the academic world, experts in
bankruptcy, and they pretty much
identified how it ought to go.
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The history of all of this really is the
financial crisis of 2008, which none of
us want to go through again. Now, we
may go through something similar, but
we want to do everything we can do to
avoid that, and that is what this bill is
all about. It is to proceed under an es-
tablished procedure rule of law, which
separates the United States from
many, many countries. This bill fol-
lows the rule of law.

If you look at Bear Stearns and Leh-
man Brothers and you see the total dif-
ferent paths that were taken, if you see
in other bankruptcies where people
were put out of jobs unnecessarily—and
there were tremendous job losses—
there was a consensus, in looking back,
that that could have been avoided,
much of that, except that bankruptcy
didn’t give us the tools to address it.

Now, there were two reasons, things
that we have heard often during the fi-
nancial crisis. One was that term ‘‘de-
rivatives,”’ credit default swaps, strad-
dles, a lot of these new financial in-
struments. The Bankruptcy Code sim-
ply had not been updated to address de-
rivatives.

And then the global economy. You
have almost every large bank holding
company, almost every large financial
company which have both foreign sub-
sidiaries and domestic subsidiaries, so
you have got multiple jurisdictions
trying to handle pieces of this. And
through, really, a consensus, we came
together and said we are going to let
the U.S. operating subsidiaries and the
foreign operating subsidiaries—and
that is where 99 percent of your em-
ployees work and probably where 99
percent of the transactions with cus-
tomers, creditors, debtors, the general
public, that is where they transact. We
allow that to continue.

We put the bank holding company
alone, through a single point of entry,
goes into bankruptcy. So there are not
these tremendous disruptions that we
saw first with Bear Stearns and then in
a cascading effect. We hopefully can
avoid a lot of that.

I see my time has almost expired, but
let me close by saying this: Dodd-
Frank said let’s go to GAO, let’s go to
the Federal Reserve.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I am
happy to yield an additional 2 minutes
to the gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. BACHUS. I thank the gentleman
from Virginia.

They actually called for us to have
this procedure. And that part of Dodd-
Frank—I have sometimes said ‘‘the
good, the bad, and the ugly”’—that was
a good part. We needed to structure
bankruptcy where it could handle these
situations if at all possible.

We consulted with the Comptroller of
the Currency, with the Federal Re-
serve, with the FDIC, and this is a rare
consensus. There is a bill over in the
Senate by Senator CORNYN of Texas
and Senator PAT TOOMEY of Pennsyl-
vania that is similar to this bill. Hope-
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fully we will have a conference with
the Senate and get this done.

Some people may say, well, it is not
enough. Well, we need to do what we
can do in a consensus way and do what
we can. It is probably never enough.
Sometimes it is too much. But at least
this is in our general agreement.

With that, I would like to now intro-
duce a memorandum on this bill which
includes the section-by-section com-
ments for the RECORD. This is basically
a detailed narrative for the courts and
those that would look at this to give il-
lumination to exactly how this works.

H.R. 5421. THE ‘‘FINANCIAL INSTITUTION
BANKRUPTCY ACT OF 2014

The orderly resolution of financial compa-
nies presents unique challenges to the U.S.
Bankruptcy Code for many reasons, includ-
ing these institutions’ interconnectedness
and, in the case of larger institutions, a po-
tential to pose ‘‘systemic risk.” H.R. 5421,
the ‘‘Financial Institution Bankruptcy Act
of 2014, amends chapter 11 of the Bank-
ruptcy Code to address better the unique
challenges presented by the insolvency of a
financial institution and better allow such
an institution to be resolved through the
bankruptcy process.

1. BACKGROUND
A. Brief Overview of Chapter 11

Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code pri-
marily is designed to allow a business to re-
structure its debt obligations while main-
taining its operations. The underlying prin-
ciple is that a business in its entirety is
more valuable than its assets each valued
independently. Preservation of a business
through chapter 11, and in turn its enterprise
value, can benefit both creditors, who should
receive a higher recovery as a result of a
debtor’s restructuring than they would oth-
erwise obtain through a liquidation, and
debtors, which benefit from the ability to re-
main in business. Employees, suppliers, cus-
tomers, and others can also benefit if the
debtor remains in business.

A chapter 11 case begins by the filing of a
petition for relief with the relevant bank-
ruptcy court. Once the petition is filed, an
“‘automatic stay’ is put into place that pre-
vents, with some exceptions, creditors of the
debtors from taking actions to recover their
debts. The automatic stay allows a debtor
the breathing room necessary to organize its
operations, negotiate with creditors, and
achieve consensus on a chapter 11 plan. The
inflection point of a chapter 11 case is the
chapter 11 plan, which dictates what each of
the creditors will receive as a recovery. The
chapter 11 plan must be approved by the
debtor’s creditors and the Bankruptcy Court.
Once a chapter 11 plan is approved, creditors
of the debtor may only pursue recoveries as
provided by the chapter 11 plan, and the re-
organized company is treated as a new cor-
porate entity.

There are generally two primary paths for
a debtor to restructure under chapter 11. The
first path is a traditional reorganization of a
debtor’s capital structure. A simple example
of this type of reorganization would involve
a debtor’s shareholders not receiving any re-
covery on account of their shares, and the
debtor’s secured creditors becoming the new
equity holders of the reorganized company.
The second path is a sale of a debtor’s pri-
mary business, with the proceeds of the sale
used to provide recoveries to the debtor’s
creditors. The sale of a business as a whole is
distinct from a liquidation, in that the en-
terprise typically will continue to run in
substantially the same manner under new,
third party ownership. In a liquidation, the
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debtor’s assets are sold in piecemeal fashion

or simply handed over to secured creditors.

B. The Existing Bankruptcy Code and Ad-
dressing Financial Institution Insolven-
cies

The bankruptcy process has been the tradi-
tional mechanism for handling the orderly
resolution of distressed companies in the
U.S. because of bankruptcy’s established his-
tory of laws, precedent and impartial admin-
istration. According to a report by the Fed-
eral Deposit Insurance Corporation (FDIC)
and the Bank of England (Resolving Globally
Active, Systemically Important, Financial
Institutions, December 2012), ‘‘[t]he U.S.
would prefer that large financial organiza-
tions be resolvable through ordinary bank-
ruptcy.” However, the report added that
‘““the U.S. bankruptcy process may not be
able to handle the failure of a systemic fi-
nancial institution without significant dis-
ruption to the financial system.”” Smaller fi-
nancial companies are also eligible to re-
structure their operations under the Bank-
ruptcy Code in the event of material finan-
cial distress or failure.

In the wake of the 2008 financial crisis, the
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act, Pub. L. No. 111-203, di-
rected the Federal Reserve and the Govern-
mental Accountability Office (GAO) to study
the Bankruptcy Code and international
issues related to the insolvency of financial
institutions as part of an overall goal of re-
ducing systemic risk within the financial
sector. The studies identified a number of
issues specific to the resolution of insolvent
financial institutions and discussed theories
regarding how to address such issues, with-
out offering specific recommendations or
independent opinions regarding potential re-
visions to the Bankruptcy Code.

One of the concepts discussed in the Fed-
eral Reserve and GAO reports is the resolu-
tion of a financial institution through a
‘“‘single point of entry.” This resolution ap-
proach relies on placing a parent holding
company into receivership while maintain-
ing the operations and solvency of its oper-
ating subsidiaries. The ‘‘single point of
entry’’ approach is also the FDIC’s intended
method for implementing its resolution/or-
derly liquidation authority under Title II of
the Dodd-Frank Act, a non-bankruptcy reso-
lution process the Dodd-Frank legislation
made available for large, systemically im-
portant financial institutions. Under this ap-
proach, the FDIC would be appointed re-
ceiver of the parent holding company and
could transfer the parent company’s assets
into a bridge financial holding company, im-
pose losses on the shareholders and creditors
of the parent company, and eventually tran-
sition ownership of the bridge financial com-
pany into private hands.

Some commentators have suggested that
the single point of entry approach should
also be made available in the Bankruptcy
Code. There are two principal proposals to
amend the Bankruptcy Code to facilitate use
of this approach. The first proposal is re-
ferred to as ‘‘chapter 14 and would intro-
duce an entirely new chapter to the Bank-
ruptcy Code. On December 19, 2013, Senators
Cornyn and Toomey introduced legislation
that would, among other things, create a
chapter 14 of the Bankruptcy Code. The sec-
ond proposal is referred to as ‘‘Subchapter
V>’ and would create an entirely new sub-
chapter within chapter 11.

As explained in additional detail below,
both the chapter 14 and subchapter V pro-
posals are designed to address the unique
issues presented by a financial institution’s
bankruptcy. chapter 14 and subchapter V
would, among other elements: apply to fi-
nancial institutions; allow not just the debt-
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or institution, but also the financial institu-
tion’s primary regulator, to initiate and
have standing in the institution’s bank-
ruptcy proceeding; designate a select group
of appellate and bankruptcy judges to over-
see these bankruptcies; and, provide special-
ized treatment for derivative contracts. Ad-

vocates of these approaches argue that a

transparent judicial process that allows for

the reorganization, rather than liquidation,
of a large financial institution is a preferable
resolution strategy.

The Committee has conducted two sepa-
rate hearings on the topic of enhancing the
Bankruptcy Code to address the resolution of
a financial institution through the bank-
ruptcy process. On December 3, 2013, the Sub-
committee on Regulatory Reform, Commer-
cial and Antitrust Law conducted a hearing
entitled ‘“The Bankruptcy Code and Finan-
cial Institution Insolvencies.”” At the hear-
ing, witnesses testified that a financial insti-
tution’s bankruptcy presents unique issues
that the existing Bankruptcy Code could be
equipped better to address. On March 26,
2014, the Subcommittee the Subcommittee
on Regulatory Reform, Commercial and
Antitrust Law conducted a hearing entitled
“Exploring Chapter 11 Reform: Corporate
and Financial Institution Insolvencies;
Treatment of Derivatives.”” During this hear-
ing, there was testimony in support of
amending the Bankruptcy Code to create a
subchapter V under chapter 11 to allow the
resolution of a financial institution through
the bankruptcy process. In addition, as de-
tailed below, on July 15, 2014, the Sub-
committee on Regulatory Reform, Commer-
cial and Antitrust Law conducted a hearing
on a discussion draft of the Financial Insti-
tution Bankruptcy Act.

C. The Challenges Presented by a Financial
Institution Insolvency and How the Fi-
nancial Institution Bankruptcy Act Ad-
dresses These Challenges

There are a number of challenges posed by
the insolvency of a financial institution, par-
ticularly the insolvency of a large, multi-na-
tional financial institution. A resolution of a
financial institution must be swift, trans-
parent, and account for the potential impact
on the general financial system, due to the
typically liquid and quickly transferable as-
sets of a financial institution. While the ex-
isting Bankruptcy Code possesses many of
the provisions necessary to resolve a large,
failing firm, commentators have suggested
that improvements are necessary to resolve
effectively a financial institution.

As explained above, commentators gen-
erally agree that the ‘‘single point of entry”’
approach is the most efficient proposal to
provide for an expeditious resolution of a fi-
nancial firm. There are several provisions
contained in H.R. , the “Financial In-
stitution Bankruptcy Act of 2014 (referred
to herein as ‘‘Subchapter V’’) to allow the
‘‘single point of entry’ approach to be uti-
lized in the bankruptcy process. Subchapter
V allows the debtor holding company that
sits atop the financial firm’s corporate struc-
ture to transfer its assets, including the eq-
uity in all of its operating subsidiaries, to a
newly-formed bridge company over a single
weekend. The debt and equity held at the
holding company will remain in the bank-
ruptcy process and absorb the losses of the
financial institution. Identifying the debt
and equity to remain in the bankruptcy
process allows existing creditors of the debt-
or to price appropriately their dealings and
investment with the debtor prior to any
bankruptcy proceeding.

Furthermore, the Subchapter V ‘‘single
point of entry’’ approach allows all of the fi-
nancial institution’s operating subsidiaries
to remain out of the bankruptcy process.
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Keeping these entities out of an insolvency
proceeding is particularly helpful for multi-
national firms that otherwise could be re-
quired to comply with multiple, and poten-
tially, conflicting insolvency jurisdictions.

To account for the potential of a financial
firm’s insolvency to impact the general fi-
nancial markets, Subchapter V allows the
Federal Reserve to initiate a bankruptcy
case. In order to commence a case over the
objection of the subject financial institution,
the Federal Reserve must demonstrate to
the presiding bankruptcy court, which must
agree with the Federal Reserve’s assessment,
that initiating a Subchapter V case is ‘‘nec-
essary to prevent serious adverse effects on
financial stability in the United States.” By
allowing the Federal Reserve to commence a
Subchapter V case, subject to careful judi-
cial oversight, a near-failing financial firm
may be resolved quickly and potentially in
advance of its losses spreading to the finan-
cial markets.

Subchapter V also includes provisions de-
signed to deal with the types of transactions
that financial institutions engage in rou-
tinely—derivative and similarly-structured
transactions. Currently, the Bankruptcy
Code contains exemptions for counterparties
to derivative and similarly-structured trans-
actions to collect on outstanding debts not-
withstanding the commencement of a chap-
ter 11 case and the consequent ‘‘automatic
stay.” This exemption stands in contrast to
the treatment of other contracts and debts
under the Bankruptcy Code, which typically
requires creditors to wait until a chapter 11
plan is approved before they receive a recov-
ery on account of their relationship with the
debtor. Subchapter V overrides the exemp-
tion for derivative and similarly-structured
transactions contained in the Bankruptcy
Code for two days to allow for the effective
transfer of the financial institution’s oper-
ations to a bridge company. Without over-
riding the existing exemptions, counterpar-
ties to derivatives and similarly-structured
transactions could terminate their relation-
ships with the debtor upon the commence-
ment of a bankruptcy case, which likely
would endanger the successful transfer and
continued operation of the bridge company
and potentially threaten other entities with-
in the broader financial system.

The draft bill also recognizes that over-
seeing a Subchapter V case requires a pre-
siding bankruptcy judge or a judge sitting on
appeal in such a case to have a certain level
of expertise and experience with either fi-
nancial industry cases or large corporate re-
organizations. To that end, Subchapter V
contains provisions that require the advance
designation of select bankruptcy and appel-
late judges who can be available to hear
these cases and appeals from them.

II. THE HEARING ON A DISCUSSION DRAFT OF THE
FINANCIAL INSTITUTION BANKRUPTCY ACT AND
ENSUING LEGISLATIVE REFINEMENT PROCESS
On July 15, 2014, the Subcommittee on Reg-

ulatory Reform, Commercial and Antitrust

Law conducted a hearing on a discussion

draft of the Financial Institution Bank-

ruptcy Act. The witnesses at the hearing
were: Donald S. Bernstein, Esq., partner and
head of Davis Polk & Wardwell LLP’s Insol-
vency and Restructuring Practice; Stephen

E. Hessler, Esq., Partner, Kirkland & Ellis,

LLP; Professor Thomas H. Jackson, Simon

Business School, University of Rochester;

and, Professor Stephen J. Lubben, Seton

Hall Law School. All four witnesses, includ-

ing the Minority witness, testified that they

believed the Financial Institution Bank-
ruptcy Act, subject to certain technical
modifications, should be enacted into law.

Following the hearing, the Committee re-
ceived comments on the Financial Institu-
tion Bankruptcy Act from, among others,
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the Federal Reserve, the FDIC, the Office of
the Comptroller of the Currency, the Admin-
istrative Office of the U.S. Courts, the Na-
tional Conference of Bankruptcy Judges, the
National Bankruptcy Conference, and the
International Swaps and Derivatives Asso-
ciation. The comments received from these
parties served as the basis for the revisions
to the discussion draft that was the subject
of the July 15 Subcommittee hearing.

Mr. BACHUS. Again, I thank the
chairmen, the ranking members, and
their staff for putting this together.

The resolution process for financial
institutions is one of the pieces of un-
finished business from the 2008 finan-
cial crisis, and we will finish some of
that business hopefully before the year
is out. The American people are hungry
for us to do some good things in a spir-
it of bipartisanship, and they are get-
ting that today.

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, 1
urge my colleagues to support this im-
portant legislation, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE) that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5421, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——————

BILL WILLIAMS RIVER WATER
RIGHTS SETTLEMENT ACT OF 2014

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 4924) to direct
the Secretary of the Interior to enter
into the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Water Rights Settlement Agreement
and the Hualapai Tribe Bill Williams
River Water Rights Settlement Agree-
ment, to provide for the lease of cer-
tain land located within Planet Ranch
on the Bill Williams River in the State
of Arizona to benefit the Lower Colo-
rado River Multi-Species Conservation
Program, and to provide for the settle-
ment of specific water rights claims in
the Bill Williams River watershed in
the State of Arizona.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 4924

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Bill Wil-
liams River Water Rights Settlement Act of
2014,

SEC. 2. PURPOSES.

The purposes of this Act are—

(1) to achieve a fair, equitable, and final
settlement of certain claims among certain
parties to water rights in the Bill Williams
River watershed in the State of Arizona for—

(A) the Hualapai Tribe (acting on behalf of
the Tribe and members of the Tribe); and

(B) the Department of the Interior, acting
on behalf of the Department and, as speci-
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fied, the United States as trustee for the
Hualapai Tribe, the members of the Tribe,
and the allottees;

(2) to approve, ratify, and confirm—

(A) the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Water Rights Settlement Agreement entered
into among the Hualapai Tribe, the United
States as trustee for the Tribe, the members
of the Tribe and allottees, the Secretary of
the Interior, the Arizona department of
water resources, Freeport Minerals Corpora-
tion, and the Arizona Game and Fish Com-
mission, to the extent the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement is consistent with
this Act; and

(B) the Hualapai Tribe Bill Williams River
Water Rights Settlement Agreement entered
into among the Tribe, the United States as
trustee for the Tribe, members of the Tribe,
the allottees, and the Freeport Minerals Cor-
poration, to the extent the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement is consistent with this Act;

(3) to authorize and direct the Secretary—

(A) to execute the duties and obligations of
the Secretary under the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement, the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement, and this Act;

(B)(1) to remove objections to the applica-
tions for the severance and transfer of cer-
tain water rights, in partial consideration of
the agreement of the parties to impose cer-
tain limits on the extent of the use and
transferability of the severed and transferred
water right and other water rights; and

(ii) to provide confirmation of those water
rights; and

(C) to carry out any other activity nec-
essary to implement the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement and the Hualapai
Tribe Agreement in accordance with this
Act;

(4) to advance the purposes of the Lower
Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation
Program;

(5) to secure a long-term lease for a portion
of Planet Ranch, along with appurtenant
water rights primarily along the Bill Wil-
liams River corridor, for use in the Conserva-
tion Program;

(6) to bring the leased portion of Planet
Ranch into public ownership for the long-
term benefit of the Conservation Program;
and

(7) to secure from the Freeport Minerals
Corporation non-Federal contributions—

(A) to support a tribal water supply study
necessary for the advancement of a settle-
ment of the claims of the Tribe for rights to
Colorado River water; and

(B) to enable the Tribe to secure Colorado
River water rights and appurtenant land, in-
crease security of the water rights of the
Tribe, and facilitate a settlement of the
claims of the Tribe for rights to Colorado
River water.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) ADWR.—The term ‘“ADWR’ means the
Arizona department of water resources, es-
tablished pursuant to title 45 of the Arizona
Revised Statutes (or a successor agency or
entity).

(2) ALLOTMENT.—The term ‘‘allotment”
means the 4 off-reservation parcels held in
trust by the United States for individual In-
dians in the Big Sandy River basin in Mo-
have County, Arizona, under the patents
numbered 1039995, 1039996, 1039997, and
1019494.

(3) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’” means
any Indian owner of an allotment under a
patent numbered 1039995, 1039996, 1039997, or
1019494.

(4) ARIZONA GAME AND FISH COMMISSION.—
The term ‘‘Arizona Game and Fish Commis-
sion”” means the entity established pursuant
to title 17 of the Arizona Revised Statutes to
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control the Arizona game and fish depart-
ment (or a successor agency or entity).

(5) BAGDAD MINE COMPLEX AND BAGDAD
TOWNSITE.—The term ‘‘Bagdad Mine Complex
and Bagdad Townsite’”” means the geo-
graphical area depicted on the map attached
as exhibit 2.9 to the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement.

(6) BIG SANDY RIVER-PLANET RANCH AGREE-
MENT.—The term ‘‘Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement’” means the Big Sandy
River-Planet Ranch Water Rights Settle-
ment Agreement dated July 2, 2014, and any
amendment or exhibit (including exhibit
amendments) to that Agreement that is—

(A) made in accordance with this Act; or

(B) otherwise approved by the Secretary
and the parties to the Big Sandy River-Plan-
et Ranch Agreement.

(7) BILL WILLIAMS RIVER WATERSHED.—The
term ‘‘Bill Williams River watershed” means
the watershed drained by the Bill Williams
River and the tributaries of that river, in-
cluding the Big Sandy and Santa Maria Riv-
ers.

(8) CONSERVATION PROGRAM.—The term
“‘Conservation Program’ has the meaning
given the term ‘Lower Colorado River
Multi-Species Conservation Program’ in sec-
tion 9401 of the Omnibus Public Land Man-
agement Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-11; 123
Stat. 1327).

(9) CORPORATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Corporation’’
means the Freeport Minerals Corporation,
incorporated in the State of Delaware.

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘Corporation’’
includes all subsidiaries, affiliates, succes-
sors, and assigns of the Freeport Minerals
Corporation (such as Byner Cattle Company,
incorporated in the State of Nevada).

(10) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Depart-
ment’”’ means the Department of the Interior
and all constituent bureaus of that Depart-
ment.

(11) ENFORCEABILITY DATE.—The term ‘‘en-
forceability date’” means the date described
in section 9.

(12) FREEPORT GROUNDWATER WELLS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Freeport
Groundwater Wells” means the 5 wells iden-
tified by ADWR well registration numbers—

(1) 55-592824;

(ii) 55-595808;

(iii) 55-595810;

(iv) 55-200964; and

(v) 55-908273.

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘Freeport
Groundwater Wells”’ includes any replace-
ment of a well referred to in subparagraph
(A) drilled by or for the Corporation to sup-
ply water to the Bagdad Mine Complex and
Bagdad Townsite.

(C) EXCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘Freeport
Groundwater Wells”’ does not include any
other well owned by the Corporation at any
other location.

(13) HUALAPAI TRIBE AGREEMENT.—The term
‘““Hualapai Tribe Agreement’’ means the
Hualapai Tribe Bill Williams River Water
Rights Settlement Agreement dated July 2,
2014, including any amendment or exhibit
(including exhibit amendments) to that
Agreement that is—

(A) made in accordance with this Act; or

(B) otherwise approved by the Secretary
and the parties to the Agreement.

(14) HUALAPAI TRIBE WATER RIGHTS SETTLE-
MENT AGREEMENT.—The term ‘‘Hualapai
Tribe Water Rights Settlement Agreement’”
means the comprehensive settlement agree-
ment in the process of negotiation as of the
date of enactment of this Act to resolve the
claims of the Tribe for rights to Colorado
River water and Verde River water with fi-
nality.

(15) INJURY.—
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(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘injury’’, with
respect to a water right, means any inter-
ference with, diminution of, or deprivation
of the water right under Federal, State, or
other law.

(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘injury’ does
not include any injury to water quality.
(16) LINCOLN RANCH.—The term ‘‘Lincoln

Ranch’ means the property owned by the
Corporation described in the special war-
ranty deed recorded on December 4, 1995, at
Book 1995 and Page 05874 in the official
records of La Paz County, Arizona.

(17) PARCEL 1.—The term ‘‘Parcel 1’ means
the parcel of land that—

(A) is depicted as 3 contiguous allotments
identified as 1A, 1B, and 1C on the map at-
tached to the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement as exhibit 2.10; and

(B) is held in trust for certain allottees.

(18) PARCEL 2.—The term ‘‘Parcel 2’ means
the parcel of land that—

(A) is depicted on the map attached to the
Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement as
exhibit 2.10; and

(B) is held in trust for certain allottees.

(19) PARCEL 3.—The term ‘‘Parcel 3’ means
the parcel of land that—

(A) is depicted on the map attached to the
Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement as
exhibit 2.10;

(B) is held in trust for the Tribe; and

(C) is part of the Hualapai Reservation pur-
suant to Executive Order 1368 of June 2, 1911.

(20) PARTY.—The term ‘‘party’’ means an
individual or entity that is a signatory to—

(A) the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement; or

(B) the Hualapai Tribe Agreement.

(21) PLANET RANCH.—The term ‘‘Planet
Ranch” means the property owned by the
Corporation described—

(A) in the special warranty deed recorded
on December 14, 2011, at Book 2011 and Page
05267 in the official records of La Paz Coun-
ty, Arizona; and

(B) as Instrument No. 2011-062804 in the of-
ficial records of Mohave County, Arizona.

(22) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’”’
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(23) SEVER AND TRANSFER APPLICATIONS.—
The term ‘‘sever and transfer applications’
means the applications filed or amended by
the Corporation and pending on the date of
enactment of this Act to sever and transfer
certain water rights—

(A) from Lincoln Ranch and from Planet
Ranch to the Wikieup Wellfield for use at the
Bagdad Mine Complex and Bagdad Townsite;
and

(B) from portions of Planet Ranch (as de-
termined on the date on which the applica-
tions were filed or amended) to new locations
within Planet Ranch.

(24) TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Tribe’” means the
Hualapai Tribe, organized under section 16 of
the Act of June 18, 1934 (25 U.S.C. 476) (com-
monly known as the ‘‘Indian Reorganization
Act”), and recognized by the Secretary.

(25) WATER RIGHT.—The term ‘‘water right”’
means—

(A) any right in or to groundwater, surface
water, or effluent under Federal, State, or
other law; and

(B) for purposes of subsections (d) and (e)
of section 5, any right to Colorado River
water.

(26) WIKIEUP  WELLFIELD.—The  term
“Wikieup Wellfield”” means the geographical
area depicted on the map attached as exhibit
2.10 to the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement.

SEC. 4. BIG SANDY RIVER-PLANET RANCH AGREE-
MENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent that
any provision of, or amendment to, the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement con-
flicts with this Act—
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(1) the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement is authorized, ratified, and con-
firmed; and

(2) any amendment to the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement executed to make
the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agree-
ment consistent with this Act is authorized,
ratified, and confirmed.

(b) EXECUTION.—To the extent that the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement does
not conflict with this Act, and in support of
the purposes of this Act, the Secretary shall
execute—

(1) the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement (including all exhibits to the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement re-
quiring the signature of the Secretary);

(2) any amendment to the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement (including any
amendment to an exhibit of the Big Sandy
River-Planet Ranch Agreement requiring the
signature of the Secretary) that is necessary
to make the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement consistent with this Act; and

(3) a conditional withdrawal of each objec-
tion filed by the Bureau of Indian Affairs,
the Bureau of Land Management, and the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service to
the sever and transfer applications in the
form set forth in exhibit 4.2.1(ii)(b) to the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement.

(c) MODIFICATIONS AND CORRECTIONS.—The
Secretary may execute any other amend-
ment to the Big Sandy River Planet-Ranch
Agreement (including any amendment to an
exhibit to the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement requiring the signature of the
Secretary) that is not inconsistent with this
Act, if the amendment—

(1) is approved by the Secretary and the
parties to the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement; and

(2) does not require approval by Congress.

(d) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary shall not
file an objection to any amendment to the
sever and transfer applications or any new
sever or transfer application filed by the Cor-
poration to accomplish the sever and trans-
fer of 10,055 acre-feet per year of water rights
from Planet Ranch and Lincoln Ranch to the
Wikieup Wellfield, subject to the condition
that the form of such an amendment or new
application shall be substantially similar to
a form attached to the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement as exhibit
4.2.1(ii)(a)(1) or 4.2.1(ii)(a)(2).

SEC. 5. HUALAPAI TRIBE AGREEMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except to the extent that
any provision of, or amendment to, the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement conflicts with
this Act—

(1) the Hualapai Tribe Agreement is au-
thorized, ratified, and confirmed; and

(2) any amendment to the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement executed to make the Hualapai
Tribe Agreement consistent with this Act is
authorized, ratified, and confirmed.

(b) EXECUTION.—To the extent that the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement does not conflict
with this Act, and in support of the purposes
of this Act, the Secretary shall execute—

(1) the Hualapai Tribe Agreement (includ-
ing all exhibits to the Hualapai Tribe Agree-
ment requiring the signature of the Sec-
retary); and

(2) any amendment to the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement (including any amendment to an
exhibit of the Hualapai Tribe Agreement re-
quiring the signature of the Secretary) that
is necessary to make the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement consistent with this Act.

(c) MODIFICATIONS AND CORRECTIONS.—The
Secretary may execute any other amend-
ment to the Hualapai Tribe Agreement (in-
cluding any amendment to an exhibit to the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement requiring the sig-
nature of the Secretary) that is not incon-
sistent with this Act, if the amendment—
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(1) is approved by the Secretary and the
parties to the Hualapai Tribe Agreement;
and

(2) does not require approval by Congress.

(d) CONTRIBUTION OF CORPORATION TO EcCo-
NOMIC DEVELOPMENT FUND.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The contribution of the
Corporation to the economic development
fund of the Tribe, as provided in section 8.1
of the Hualapai Tribe Agreement—

(A) may be used by the Tribe for the lim-
ited purpose of facilitating settlement of the
claims of the Tribe for rights to Colorado
River water by enabling the Tribe—

(i) to acquire Colorado River water rights
with the intent to increase the security of
the water rights of the Tribe; and

(ii) to otherwise facilitate the use of water
on the Hualapai Reservation;

(B) shall be considered to be a non-Federal
contribution that counts toward any non-
Federal contribution associated with a set-
tlement of the claims of the Tribe for rights
to Colorado River water; and

(C) shall not be—

(i) considered to be trust funds; or

(ii) subject to responsibility or manage-
ment by the United States as trustee for the
Tribe, members of the Tribe, and the
allottees.

(2) LIMITATION ON TRANSFER OF WATER
RIGHTS.—The Colorado River water rights ac-
quired by the Tribe may be used off the
Hualapai Reservation only for irrigation of
acquired appurtenant land, or for storage in
accordance with Federal and State law in a
permitted recharge facility in the State of
Arizona, subject to the conditions that—

(A) the Tribe shall not seek to transfer or
sell accumulated long-term storage credits
generated from the storage of the acquired
Colorado River water rights; and

(B) the Tribe shall not seek approval to
change the place of use of the acquired Colo-
rado River water rights, except for the pur-
poses of storing the water in accordance with
this paragraph.

(3) EXPIRATION.—The limitation provided
under paragraph (2) expires on the earlier
of—

(A) the date on which the Hualapai Tribe
Water Rights Settlement Agreement be-
comes enforceable; and

(B) December 31, 2039.

(4) COLORADO RIVER WATER RIGHTS COUNTED
AGAINST CLAIMS OF TRIBE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Hualapai Tribe
Water Rights Settlement Agreement does
not become enforceable by December 31, 2039,
any Colorado River water rights acquired by
the Tribe with the contribution of the Cor-
poration to the economic development fund
of the Tribe shall be counted, on an acre-foot
per acre-foot basis, toward the claims of the
Tribe for rights to Colorado River water.

(B) EFFECT OF PARAGRAPH.—Nothing in this
paragraph restricts any claim for rights of
the Tribe to Colorado River water.

(e) FUTURE LIMITATIONS ON LAND TAKEN
INTO TRUST.—As provided in section 10.11 of
the Hualapai Tribe Agreement, the parties to
the Hualapai Tribe Agreement shall nego-
tiate in good faith with other parties the
terms under which any land within the State
of Arizona held or acquired in fee by the
Tribe may be taken into trust by the United
States for the benefit of the Tribe, with any
applicable terms to be incorporated into the
Hualapai Tribe Water Rights Settlement
Agreement, subject to approval by Congress.
SEC. 6. WAIVERS, RELEASES, AND RETENTION OF

CLAIMS.

(a) CLAIMS BY DEPARTMENT UNDER BIG
SANDY RIVER-PLANET RANCH AGREEMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (3), the Secretary is authorized to
execute a waiver and release of all claims of
the Department, acting in its own capacity,
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against the Corporation under
State, or any other law for—

(A) all past and present claims for injury
to water rights resulting from the diversion
of water by the Corporation from the
Wikieup Wellfield or the Freeport Ground-
water Wells arising prior to the enforce-
ability date;

(B) all claims for injury to water rights
arising after the enforceability date result-
ing from the diversion of water by the Cor-
poration from the Wikieup Wellfield or the
Freeport Groundwater Wells in a manner not
in violation of the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement; and

(C) all past, present, and future claims
arising out of, or relating in any manner to,
the negotiation or execution of the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The waivers and re-
leases of claims under paragraph (1) shall—

(A) be in the form set forth in exhibit
7.2(ii) to the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement; and

(B) take effect on the enforceability date.

(3) RETENTION OF RIGHTS.—The Department
shall retain all rights not expressly waived
under paragraph (1), including the right—

(A) to assert any claim for breach of, or to
seek enforcement of, the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement or this Act in any
court of competent jurisdiction (but not a
tribal court); and

(B) to assert any past, present, or future
claim to a water right that is not incon-
sistent with the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement or this Act.

(b) CLAIMS BY TRIBE AND UNITED STATES AS
TRUSTEE UNDER BIG SANDY RIVER-PLANET
RANCH AGREEMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (3), the Tribe and the United
States, acting as trustee for the Tribe and
members of the Tribe, are authorized to exe-
cute a waiver and release of all claims
against the Corporation for—

(A) any water rights of the Tribe or the
United States as trustee for the Tribe and
members of the Tribe with respect to Parcel
3 in excess of 300 acre-feet per year;

(B) all past and present claims for injury
to water rights arising before the enforce-
ability date resulting from the diversion of
water by the Corporation from the Wikieup
Wellfield or the Freeport Groundwater Wells;
and

(C) all claims for injury to water rights
arising after the enforceability date result-
ing from the diversion of water by the Cor-
poration from the Wikieup Wellfield or the
Freeport Groundwater Wells in a manner not
in violation of the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement or the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The waivers and re-
leases of claims under paragraph (1) shall—

(A) be in the form set forth in exhibit
7.1(ii) to the Hualapai Tribe Agreement; and

(B) take effect on the enforceability date.

(3) RETENTION OF RIGHTS.—The Tribe and
the United States, acting as trustee for the
Tribe and members of the Tribe, shall retain
all rights not expressly waived under para-
graph (1), including the right—

(A) to assert any claim for breach of, or to
seek enforcement of, the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement or this Act in any
court of competent jurisdiction (but not a
tribal court); and

(B) to assert any past, present, or future
claim to a water right that is not incon-
sistent with the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement or this Act.

(¢) CLAIMS BY UNITED STATES AS TRUSTEE
FOR ALLOTTEES UNDER BIG SANDY RIVER-
PLANET RANCH AGREEMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (3), the United States, acting as

Federal,
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trustee for the allottees, is authorized to
execute a waiver and release of all claims
against the Corporation for—

(A) any water rights of the allottees or the
United States as trustee for the allottees
with respect to—

(i) Parcel 1 in excess of 82 acre-feet per
year; or

(ii) Parcel 2 in excess of 312 acre-feet per
year;

(B) all past and present claims for injury
to water rights arising before the enforce-
ability date resulting from the diversion of
water by the Corporation from the Wikieup
Wellfield or the Freeport Groundwater Wells;
and

(C) all claims for injury to water rights
arising after the enforceability date result-
ing from the diversion of water by the Cor-
poration from the Wikieup Wellfield or the
Freeport Groundwater Wells in a manner not
in violation of the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The waivers and re-
leases of claims under paragraph (1) shall—

(A) be in the form set forth in exhibit
7.1(ii) to the Hualapai Tribe Agreement; and

(B) take effect on the enforceability date.

(3) RETENTION OF RIGHTS.—The United
States, acting as trustee for the allottees,
shall retain all rights not expressly waived
under paragraph (1), including the right—

(A) to assert any claim for breach of, or to
seek enforcement of, the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement or this Act in any
court of competent jurisdiction (but not a
tribal court); and

(B) to assert any past, present, or future
claim to a water right that is not incon-
sistent with the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement or this Act.

(d) CLAIMS BY TRIBE AND UNITED STATES AS
TRUSTEE UNDER HUALAPAI TRIBE AGREE-
MENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
paragraph (3), the Tribe and the United
States, acting as trustee for the Tribe, mem-
bers of the Tribe, and the allottees, as part
of the performance of obligations under the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement, are authorized to
execute a waiver and release of all claims
that the Tribe or the United States as trust-
ee for the Tribe, members of the Tribe, or
the allottees may have against the Corpora-
tion under Federal, State, or any other law,
for—

(A) all past and present claims for injury
to water rights resulting from the diversion
of water by the Corporation from the Bill
Williams River watershed arising prior to
the enforceability date;

(B) all claims for injury to water rights
arising after the enforceability date result-
ing from the diversion of water by the Cor-
poration from the Bill Williams River water-
shed in a manner not in violation of the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement or the Big Sandy
River-Planet Ranch Agreement; and

(C) all past, present, and future claims
arising out of, or relating in any manner to,
the negotiation or execution of the Hualapai
Tribe Agreement.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The waivers and re-
leases of claims under paragraph (1) shall—

(A) be in the form set forth in exhibit
7.1(ii) to the Hualapai Tribe Agreement; and

(B) take effect on the enforceability date.

(3) RETENTION OF RIGHTS.—The Tribe and
the United States, acting as trustee for the
Tribe, the members of the Tribe, and the
allottees, shall retain all rights not ex-
pressly waived under paragraph (1), including
the right to assert—

(A) subject to paragraph 10.5 of the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement, a claim for
breach of, or to seek enforcement of, the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement or this Act in any
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court of competent jurisdiction (but not a
tribal court);

(B) any claim for injury to, or to seek en-
forcement of, the rights of the Tribe under
any applicable judgment or decree approving
or incorporating the Hualapai Tribe Agree-
ment; and

(C) any past, present, or future claim to
water rights that is not inconsistent with
the Hualapai Tribe Agreement or this Act.

(e) CLAIMS BY TRIBE AGAINST UNITED
STATES UNDER BIG SANDY RIVER-PLANET
RANCH AGREEMENT AND HUALAPAI TRIBE
AGREEMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—In consideration for the
benefits to the Tribe, as set forth in the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement, the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement, and this Act, ex-
cept as provided in paragraph (3), the Tribe,
on behalf of the Tribe and the members of
the Tribe, is authorized to execute a waiver
and release of all claims against the United
States and the agents and employees of the
United States for—

(A) all past, present, and future claims re-
lating to claims for water rights for Parcel 3
in excess of 300 acre-feet per year that the
United States, acting as trustee for the
Tribe, asserted or could have asserted
against any party to the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement or the Hualapai
Tribe Agreement, including the Corporation,
including claims relating to—

(i) loss of water, water rights, land, or nat-
ural resources due to loss of water or water
rights on Parcel 3 (including damages, losses,
or injuries to hunting, fishing, and gathering
rights due to loss of water, water rights, or
subordination of water rights); or

(ii) failure to protect, acquire, replace, or
develop water, water rights, or water infra-
structure on Parcel 3;

(B) all past, present, and future claims re-
lating to injury to water rights associated
with Parcel 3 arising from withdrawal of a
protest to the sever and transfer applications
referenced in the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement;

(C) all claims relating to injury to water
rights arising after the enforceability date
associated with Parcel 3, resulting from the
diversion of water by the Corporation from
the Bill Williams River watershed in a man-
ner not in violation of the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement; and

(D) all past, present, and future claims re-
lating to any potential injury arising out of,
or relating in any manner to, the negotia-
tion or execution of the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement or the Hualapai
Tribe Agreement.

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The waivers and re-
leases of claims under paragraph (1) shall—

(A) be in the form set forth in, as applica-
ble—

(i) exhibit 7.6(ii) to the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement; or

(ii) exhibit 7.3(ii) to the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement; and

(B) take effect on the enforceability date.

(3) RETENTION OF RIGHTS.—The Tribe shall
retain all rights not expressly waived under
paragraph (1), including the right—

(A) to assert any claim for breach of, or to
seek enforcement of, the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement, the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement, or this Act in any court of com-
petent jurisdiction (but not a tribal court);
and

(B) to assert any past, present, or future
claim to a water right that is not incon-
sistent with the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement, the Hualapai Tribe Agree-
ment, or this Act.

SEC. 7. ADMINISTRATION.

(a) AMENDMENTS.—

(1) DEFINITIONS.—Section 9401 of the Omni-
bus Public Land Management Act of 2009
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(Public Law 111-11; 123 Stat. 1327) is amend-
ed—

(A) by redesignating paragraphs (1)
through (b) as paragraphs (2) through (6), re-
spectively; and

(B) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so
redesignated) the following:

‘(1) BIG SANDY RIVER-PLANET RANCH AGREE-
MENT.—The term ‘Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement’ has the meaning given
the term in section 3 of the Bill Williams
River Water Rights Settlement Act of 2014.”".

(2) ENFORCEABILITY.—Section 9403 of the
Omnibus Public Land Management Act of
2009 (Public Law 111-11; 123 Stat. 1328) is
amended—

(A) by striking the section designation and
heading and all that follows through ‘‘Due
to”” in subsection (a) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 9403. ENFORCEABILITY.

‘“(a) CIVIL ACTIONS.—

‘(1) COLORADO RIVER CIVIL ACTIONS.—

‘“(A) DESCRIPTION OF CIVIL ACTION.—Due
to”’; and

(B) in subsection (a) (as amended by sub-
paragraph (A))—

(i) in paragraph (1) (as so amended), by
adding at the end the following:

‘“‘(B) VENUE.—Any civil action under this
paragraph may be brought in any United
States district court in the State in which
any non-Federal party to the civil action is
situated.”’; and

(ii) by adding at the end the following:

¢“(2) BILL WILLIAMS CIVIL ACTIONS.—

‘“(A) DESCRIPTION OF CIVIL ACTION.—Due to
the unique role of the Lower Colorado River
Multi-Species Conservation Program in re-
solving competing water rights claims in the
Bill Williams River watershed (as defined in
section 3 of the Bill Williams River Water
Rights Settlement Act of 2014) and other
claims among the parties to the Big Sandy-
River Planet Ranch Agreement, any party to
the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agree-
ment may commence a civil action in a
court described in subparagraph (B) relating
only and directly to the interpretation or en-
forcement of—

‘(i) the Bill Williams River Water Rights
Settlement Act of 2014; or

‘(ii) the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement.

‘(B) VENUE.—A civil action under this
paragraph may be brought in—

‘(i) the United States District Court for
the District of Arizona; or

‘‘(ii) a State court of competent jurisdic-
tion where a pending action has been
brought to adjudicate the water rights asso-
ciated with the Bill Williams River system
and source, in accordance with the authority
provided by section 208 of the Act of July 10,
1952 (commonly known as the ‘McCarran
Amendment’) (43 U.S.C. 666).”;

(3) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking ‘“The district’” and insert-
ing the following:

(1) IN GENERAL.—The district”’;

(B) in paragraph (1) (as so designated), by
striking ‘‘such actions’ and inserting ‘‘civil
actions described in subsection (a)(1)”’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

¢“(2) STATE COURTS AND DISTRICT COURTS.—A
State court or United States district court—

‘‘(A) shall have jurisdiction over civil ac-
tions described in subsection (a)(2); and

‘(B) may issue such orders, judgments, and
decrees as are consistent with the exercise of
jurisdiction by the court pursuant to—

‘“(i) this section; or

‘“(ii) section 7 of the Bill Williams River
Water Rights Settlement Act of 2014.

‘“(3) EFFECT OF SUBSECTION.—Nothing in
this subsection affects the jurisdiction that
would otherwise be available in accordance
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with the authority provided by section 208 of
the Act of July 10, 1952 (commonly known as
the ‘McCarran Amendment’) (43 U.S.C. 666).”;

(4) in subsection (d)(2), by striking the
paragraph designation and heading and all
that follows through subparagraph (A) and
inserting the following:

‘“(2) APPLICABILITY.—This section—

‘“(A) applies only to—

‘(i) the Lower Colorado River Multi-Spe-
cies Conservation Program;

‘‘(i1) the Bill Williams River Water Rights
Settlement Act of 2014; and

“(iii) the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement; and’’; and

(5) by striking subsection (e).

(b) LIMITED WAIVER OF SOVEREIGN IMMU-
NITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—If any party to the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement or the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement brings a civil ac-
tion in a court described in paragraph (2) re-
lating only and directly to the interpreta-
tion or enforcement of this Act (or an
amendment made by this Act), the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement, or
the Hualapai Tribe Agreement—

(A) the Tribe and the United States, acting
as trustee for the Tribe, members of the
Tribe, or the allottees, may be named as a
party or joined in the civil action; and

(B) any claim by the Tribe or the United
States, acting as trustee for the Tribe, mem-
bers of the Tribe, or the allottees, to sov-
ereign immunity from the civil action is
waived, but only for the limited and sole pur-
pose of the interpretation or enforcement of
this Act (or an amendment made by this
Act), the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement, or the Hualapai Tribe Agree-
ment.

(2) VENUE.—A court referred to in para-
graph (1) is—

(A) the United States District Court for
the District of Arizona; or

(B) a State court of competent jurisdiction
where a pending action has been brought to
adjudicate the water rights associated with
the Bill Williams River system and source,
in accordance with the authority provided by
section 208 of the Act of July 10, 1952 (com-
monly known as the ‘“‘McCarran Amend-
ment’’) (43 U.S.C. 666).

(3) JURISDICTION.—A State court or a
United States district court—

(A) shall have jurisdiction over civil ac-
tions described in paragraph (1); and

(B) may issue such orders, judgments, and
decrees as are consistent with the exercise of
jurisdiction by the court pursuant to—

(i) this section; or

(ii) section 9403(b) of the Omnibus Public
Land Management Act of 2009 (Public Law
111-11; 123 Stat. 1328).

(4) NONWAIVER FOR CERTAIN CLAIMS.—Noth-
ing in this subsection waives the sovereign
immunity of the Tribe or the United States,
acting as trustee for the Tribe, members of
the Tribe, or the allottees, to claims for
monetary damages, costs, or attorneys’ fees.

(¢) ANTIDEFICIENCY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any au-
thorization of appropriations to carry out
this Act, the expenditure or advance of any
funds, and the performance of any obligation
by the Department in any capacity, pursuant
to this Act shall be contingent on the appro-
priation of funds for that expenditure, ad-
vance, or performance.

(2) LIABILITY.—The Department shall not
be liable for the failure to carry out any obli-
gation or activity authorized by this Act if
adequate appropriations are not provided to
carry out this Act.

(d) PuBLIC ACCESS.—Nothing in this Act
prohibits reasonable public access to the
Conservation Program land at Planet Ranch
or Lincoln Ranch in a manner that is con-
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sistent with all applicable Federal and State
laws and any applicable conservation man-
agement plan implemented under the Con-
servation Program.

(e) EFFECT.—Nothing in the Big Sandy
River-Planet Ranch Agreement, the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement, or this Act—

(1) affects the ability of the United States
to carry out any action in the capacity of
the United States as trustee for any other
Indian tribe or allottee;

(2) except as provided in subsections (a)
and (b), confers jurisdiction on any State
court—

(A) to interpret Federal law or determine
the duties of the United States or any other
party pursuant to Federal law; or

(B) to conduct judicial review of a Federal
agency action; or

(3) limits the right of any member of the
Tribe (acting in an individual capacity) to
assert or acquire any water right based on
State law.

SEC. 8. ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—In implementing the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement, the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement, and this Act, the
Secretary shall comply with all applicable
Federal environmental laws (including regu-
lations), including—

(1) the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); and

(2) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

(b) EXECUTION OF AGREEMENTS.—The execu-
tion by the Secretary of the Big Sandy
River-Planet Ranch Agreement and the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement in accordance
with this Act shall not constitute a major
Federal action for purposes of section 102 of
the National Environmental Policy Act of
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332).

(c) UNITED STATES ENFORCEMENT AUTHOR-
ITY.—Nothing in this Act, the Big Sandy
River-Planet Ranch Agreement, or the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement affects any right
of the United States to take any action (in-
cluding any environmental action) under any
law (including regulations and common law)
relating to human health, safety, or the en-
vironment.

SEC. 9. ENFORCEABILITY DATE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), the enforceability date shall
be the date on which the Secretary publishes
in the Federal Register a statement of find-
ings that—

(1)(A) to the extent that the Big Sandy
River-Planet Ranch Agreement or the
Hualapai Tribe Agreement conflict with this
Act, the applicable agreement has been re-
vised by amendment to eliminate the con-
flict; and

(B) the Big Sandy River-Planet Ranch
Agreement and the Hualapai Tribe Agree-
ment have been executed by all parties to
those agreements;

(2) the Corporation has submitted to
ADWR a conditional amendment of the sever
and transfer applications for the Lincoln
Ranch water right and amendments to the
sever and transfer applications for Planet
Ranch and Lincoln Ranch water rights con-
sistent with section 4.2.1(ii)(a) of the Big
Sandy River-Planet Ranch Agreement;

(3) the Secretary and the Arizona Game
and Fish Commission have executed and
filed with ADWR a conditional withdrawal of
each objection described in section 4(b)(3);

(4)(A) ADWR has issued a conditional order
approving the sever and transfer applications
of the Corporation; and

(B) all objections to the sever and transfer
applications have been—

(i) conditionally withdrawn; or

(ii) resolved in a decision issued by ADWR
that is final and nonappealable;
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() the Secretary has provided a notice to
the parties to the Big Sandy River-Planet
Ranch Agreement and the Hualapai Tribe
Agreement that the Department has com-
pleted the legally required environmental
compliance described in section 8;

(6) the steering committee for the Con-
servation Program has approved and author-
ized the manager of the Conservation Pro-
gram to execute the lease in the form as set
forth in exhibit 2.33 to the Big Sandy River-
Planet Ranch Agreement; and

(7) the waivers and releases authorized by
section 6 have been executed by the Tribe
and the Secretary.

(b) RATIFICATION AND EXECUTION OF AGREE-
MENTS.—Notwithstanding subsection (a), for
purposes of sections 4, 5, and 8, the Secretary
shall carry out the requirements of this Act
as promptly as practicable after the date of
enactment of this Act.

(c) FAILURE OF ENFORCEABILITY DATE TO
OccUR.—If the Secretary does not publish a
statement of findings under subsection (a) by
December 15, 2015, or an extended date
agreed to by the Tribe, the Secretary, and
the Corporation, after providing reasonable
notice to the State of Arizona—

(1) this Act is repealed effective beginning
on the later of—

(A) December 31, 2015; and

(B) the date that is 14 days after the ex-
tended date agreed to by the Tribe, the Sec-
retary, and the Corporation, after providing
reasonable notice to the State of Arizona;

(2) any action taken by the Secretary to
carry out this Act shall cease, and any
agreement executed pursuant to this Act,
shall be void; and

(3) the Tribe, members of the Tribe, the
allottees, and the United States, acting as
trustee for the Tribe, members of the Tribe,
and the allottees, shall retain the right to
assert past, present, and future claims to
water rights and claims for injury to water
rights in the Bill Williams River watershed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LOWENTHAL) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. I
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, our colleague from Ari-
zona (Mr. GOSAR) is the author of H.R.
4924, which is cosponsored by the entire
bipartisan Arizona House delegation.
The bill authorizes and codifies two
water rights settlement agreements.

The bill will provide some water sup-
ply certainty for the Hualapai Tribe, a
mining company, the Arizona Game
and Fish Commission, and the Federal
Government. Due to Federal trust re-
sponsibility for the tribe, congressional
authorization and ratification of these
agreements are necessary.

The bill does not impact Winters
Doctrine rights, which are tribal water
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rights set forth in a landmark 1908 Su-
preme Court case, nor does it authorize
Federal expenditure of any Kkind since
this bill involves just the first phase of
an agreement. This creative bill pro-
vides benefits to all parties involved in
these settlements without any Federal
expense.

I urge my colleagues to support the
legislation, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 4924 would approve
a water rights settlement agreement in
the Bill Williams River Basin and set-
tle a longstanding water rights dispute
between the Hualapai Tribe and the
Freeport-McMoRan Minerals Company.

Under this agreement, the Hualapai
Tribe will confirm its water rights
claims in the Bill Williams River
Basin, receive protections for cul-
turally significant springs, and secure
a non-Federal contribution to enable
future settlement of its water rights
claims in the other river basins. The
Freeport Company will also receive
greater water certainty at one of its
sites.

This legislation approves a fair set-
tlement in the Bill Williams River
Basin without requiring any new
spending authorization. I support adop-
tion of H.R. 4924 and urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation as
well.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Ari-
zona (Mr. GOSAR), the author of this
legislation.

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chairman.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to start by
thanking the House Committee on Nat-
ural Resources Chairman, Doc HAS-
TINGS, and his staff for all their efforts
on H.R. 4924.

As many of you are already aware,
Chairman HASTINGS is leaving at the
end of this Congress. Doc has served
honorably since 1995. During my rel-
atively short tenure in Congress, I have
had the pleasure of working with
Chairman HASTINGS on important mat-
ters, like protecting western water
rights, improving our Nation’s forest
health, and increasing our access to
American energy resources. Since this
could be the last time I work with Doc
on a bill, I would like to thank him for
his leadership and for everything he
has done to make our country a better
place. Mr. Speaker, I am proud to call
Chairman HASTINGS a friend and a
mentor. He is one of the classiest indi-
viduals I have had the pleasure of serv-
ing with, and he will most certainly be
missed.

Water in the West is critical to our
future economic prosperity and, of
course, is a limited resource on which
there are many existing demands. H.R.
4924 is important legislation that will
facilitate a fair and equitable settle-
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ment of certain claims within the Bill
Williams Watershed in Arizona
amongst the Hualapai Tribe; Freeport-
McMoRan, a mining company; the Ari-
zona Game and Fish Commission; and
the Federal Government. My bill is
good for property owners, good for
local economies and jobs, settles an
outstanding water rights dispute, and
will result in a net water benefit to the
basin.

The first of the two agreements codi-
fied by this legislation allows for cer-
tain private water rights owned by
Freeport to be severed and transferred
to provide water certainty for one of
the company’s mining operations. The
Baghdad mine has an economic impact
of $339.1 million to the State of Arizona
and sustains nearly 4,000 direct and in-
direct jobs.

O 1630

Under this first agreement, Freeport
will also donate 3,400 acres of private
land to Arizona Game and Fish Depart-
ment to be managed as part of the
Multi-Species Conservation Program.

Finally, this first agreement will
benefit water users throughout the
West as Freeport has agreed to cap its
withdrawals of water in the Wikieup
Wellfield at 10,065 acre-feet, despite
being entitled to nearly 40,000 acre-feet
of existing water rights. Thus, my bill
will result in an overall net water use
reduction in the basin of approxi-
mately 35,000 acre-feet per year.

The second of the two agreements ap-
proved by H.R. 4924 will secure certain
water rights for the Hualapai Tribe as
well as two non-Federal contributions
that will be provided by Freeport to
the tribe for an infrastructure fund and
economic development fund.

In addition, there is a provision in
H.R. 4924 that will allow for new public
access for hunting and fishing on the
lands involved with this legislation.

Furthermore, the local counties ben-
efit from the good-paying jobs and tax
revenue associated with the continued
use of the mine.

H.R. 4924 passed the full House Nat-
ural Resources Committee by unani-
mous consent on November 19.

Preliminary Congressional Budget
Office estimates indicate that the bill
costs nothing to the Federal Govern-
ment and will not score. The entire bi-
partisan Arizona delegation and both
Houses of Congress strongly support
H.R. 4924 and signed on as original co-
sponsors of this legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to discuss this legislation that
is extremely important to the State of
Arizona. I urge immediate adoption by
the House and hope my colleagues in
the Senate will follow our lead and
pass this critical bill in a timely man-
ner this Congress.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, this is a good piece of legisla-
tion. I urge its adoption, and I yield
back the balance of my time.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 4924, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

————

MAY 31, 1918 ACT REPEAL ACT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5050) to repeal
the Act of May 31, 1918, and for other
purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5050

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘May 31, 1918
Act Repeal Act”.

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) 1918 AcT.—The term ‘1918 Act’” means
the Act of May 31, 1918 (40 Stat. 592, chapter
88).

(2) FORT HALL TOWNSITE.—The term ‘Fort
Hall Townsite’’ means the land that was
taken out of trust by being set aside or set
apart under the 1918 Act on the Fort Hall
Reservation, consisting of approximately 120
acres in the East Half of the Northeast Quar-
ter in Section 35 and the West Half of the
West Half of the Northwest Quarter in Sec-
tion 36, Township 4 South, Range 34 East,
Boise Meridian, Idaho, based upon a survey
completed on May 19, 1921, and depicted on
the document entitled ‘‘Plat of the Townsite
of Fort Hall” on file with Bingham County,
Idaho and the Tribes.

(3) TRIBES.—The term ‘‘Tribes’ means the
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes of the Fort Hall
Reservation.

SEC. 3. REPEAL.

The 1918 Act is repealed.

SEC. 4. RIGHT OF FIRST REFUSAL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Tribes shall have the
exclusive right of first refusal to purchase at
fair market value any land—

(1) within the Fort Hall Townsite; and

(2) offered for sale.

(b) ACQUIRED LAND HELD IN TRUST.—The
United States shall hold in trust for the ben-
efit of the Tribes or a member of the Tribes,
as applicable—

(1) any land owned or acquired by the
Tribes or a member of the Tribes within the
Fort Hall Townsite before the date of enact-
ment of this Act; and

(2) any land owned or acquired by the
Tribes or a member of the Tribes within the
Fort Hall Townsite on or after the date of
enactment of this Act.

SEC. 5. EFFECT.

Nothing in this Act affects any valid right
to any land set aside or set apart under the
1918 Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LOWENTHAL) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill under consider-
ation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, first, I would like to
thank the gentleman from Idaho (Mr.
SIMPSON), my colleague, for his hard
work and leadership on H.R. 5050. He
will be speaking on the bill later, so I
will just provide a brief summary.

Under the Act of May 31, 1918, the
Secretary of the Interior was author-
ized to set aside land for town-site pur-
poses within the Fort Hall Indian Res-
ervation in the State of Idaho. The
town-site envisioned under the 1918 Act
never came to fruition, and the land is
now owned by a county. The tribe
seeks restoration of the land into trib-
al ownership because the parcel is cen-
trally located on the reservation and
can’t be used for economic develop-
ment. This bill removes this unused
reservation so that the land may be
fully utilized by the tribe.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank
my colleague, Mr. SIMPSON, for his
work on behalf of the Fort Hall Indian
Reservation, and I reserve the balance
of my time.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 50560 would repeal
the Act of May 31, 1918, and give the
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes of the Fort
Hall Indian Reservation the exclusive
right of first refusal to purchase, at
fair market value, any land within the
Fort Hall town-site which is offered for
sale.

By repealing the 1918 Act, more land
within the reservation’s boundaries
would be available to the Shoshone-
Bannock Tribes and the Secretary
would be prevented from possibly sell-
ing land within the designated town-
site area. This bill would not affect
current landowners and provides the
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes only with
the right of first refusal for any future
transactions involving the lands.

Mr. Speaker, I support adoption of
H.R. 5050 and urge my colleagues to
support this legislation. I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Idaho
(Mr. SIMPSON), the author of this legis-
lation.

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Chairman HASTINGS for bringing this
bill and the subsequent bill that will
follow to the floor and see rapid action.
I thank the gentleman for his support
of this.
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Let me also say that this is the last
year that Chairman HASTINGS will be
in Congress. He has chosen to retire at
the end of this year, and it has been a
pleasure to work with him on both re-
source issues and on energy and water
issues that I am involved with. We are
going to miss him and his 20 years of
service representing Washington and
all the people in this country. So I ap-
preciate the work that you have done,
and we will miss you.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 5050, the May 31, 1918 Act Re-
peal Act. This is a simple but signifi-
cant piece of legislation addressing
issues that impact the Shoshone-Ban-
nock Tribes in Idaho.

As its name suggests, H.R. 5050 would
repeal the 1918 Act that gives the Fed-
eral Government authority to unilater-
ally take Shoshone-Bannock tribal
land out of trust and transfer it to a
local government for use as a township.
This act is antiquated, and any purpose
it may have served toward its stated
goal of providing trading opportunities
for the tribes has long since expired.
Today, thanks to an MOU dating back
to 2009, the local county government
has granted jurisdiction over the re-
maining town-site to the tribes for law
enforcement, emergency services,
roads, and infrastructure.

It is time to wipe this 1918 law off the
books. From a practical standpoint,
the tribes are already managing the
land in question, for which the county
has no interest in being responsible.

From a more general point of view,
allowing the Federal Government the
authority to unilaterally take tribal
land out of trust violates the spirit of
the relationship the government should
have with the tribes. Repealing this act
is the right and sensible thing to do.

Mr. Speaker, as I conclude today, I
would like to take note that H.R. 5050
has been introduced by my colleagues
in the Senate and was unanimously
passed out of the committee, and I am
hopeful that the Senate would take ac-
tion on this quickly so that this bill
and the subsequent bill can be signed
into law and the tribes can move on
these issues.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, this is a good piece of legisla-
tion. I urge its adoption, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5050.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.
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BLACKFOOT RIVER LAND
EXCHANGE ACT OF 2014

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (S. 2040) to exchange
trust and fee land to resolve land dis-
putes created by the realignment of the
Blackfoot River along the boundary of
the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, and
for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

S. 2040

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Blackfoot
River Land Exchange Act of 2014”’.

SEC. 2. FINDINGS; PURPOSES.

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that—

(1) the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes, a feder-
ally recognized Indian tribe with tribal head-
quarters at Fort Hall, Idaho—

(A) adopted a tribal constitution and by-
laws on March 31, 1936, that were approved
by the Secretary of the Interior on April 30,
1936, pursuant to the Act of June 18, 1934 (25
U.S.C. 461 et seq.) (commonly known as the
“Indian Reorganization Act’’);

(B) has entered into various treaties with
the United States, including the Second
Treaty of Fort Bridger, executed on July 3,
1868; and

(C) has maintained a continuous govern-
ment-to-government relationship with the
United States since the earliest years of the
Union;

(2)(A) in 1867, President Andrew Johnson
designated by Executive order the Fort Hall
Reservation for various bands of Shoshone
and Bannock Indians;

(B) the Reservation is located near the cit-
ies of Blackfoot and Pocatello in south-
eastern Idaho; and

(C) article 4 of the Second Treaty of Fort
Bridger secured the Reservation as a ‘‘per-
manent home’ for the Shoshone-Bannock
Tribes;

(3)(A) according to the Executive order re-
ferred to in paragraph (2)(A), the Blackfoot
River, as the river existed in its natural
state—

(i) is the northern boundary of the Res-
ervation; and

(ii) flows in a westerly direction along that
northern boundary; and

(B) within the Reservation, land use in the
River watershed is dominated by—

(i) rangeland;

(ii) dry and irrigated farming; and

(iii) residential development;

(4)(A) in 1964, the Corps of Engineers com-
pleted a local flood protection project on the
River—

(i) authorized by section 204 of the Flood
Control Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 170); and

(ii) sponsored by the Blackfoot River Flood
Control District No. 7;

(B) the project consisted of building levees,
replacing irrigation diversion structures, re-
placing bridges, and channel realignment;
and

(C) the channel realignment portion of the
project severed various parcels of land lo-
cated contiguous to the River along the
boundary of the Reservation, resulting in In-
dian land being located north of the Re-
aligned River and non-Indian land being lo-
cated south of the Realigned River;

(5) beginning in 1999, the Cadastral Survey
Office of the Bureau of Land Management
conducted surveys of—

(A) 25 parcels of Indian land; and

(B) 19 parcels of non-Indian land; and
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(6) the enactment of this Act and separate
agreements of the parties would represent a
resolution of the disputes described in sub-
section (b)(1) among—

(A) the Tribes;

(B) the allottees; and

(C) the non-Indian landowners.

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this Act
are—

(1) to resolve the land ownership and land
use disputes resulting from realignment of
the River by the Corps of Engineers during
calendar year 1964 pursuant to the project
described in subsection (a)(4)(A); and

(2) to achieve a final and fair solution to
resolve those disputes.

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) ALLOTTEE.—The term ‘‘allottee’” means
an heir of an original allottee of the Reserva-
tion who owns an interest in a parcel of land
that is—

(A) held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the allottee; and

(B) located north of the Realigned River
within the exterior boundaries of the Res-
ervation.

(2) BLACKFOOT RIVER FLOOD CONTROL DIS-
TRICT NO. 7.—The term ‘Blackfoot River
Flood Control District No. 7’ means the gov-
ernmental subdivision in the State of Idaho,
located at 75 East Judicial, Blackfoot, Idaho,
that—

(A) is responsible for maintenance and re-
pair of the Realigned River; and

(B) represents the non-Indian landowners
relating to the resolution of the disputes de-
scribed in section 2(b)(1) in accordance with
this Act.

(3) INDIAN LAND.—The term ‘‘Indian land”’
means any parcel of land that is—

(A) held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Tribes or the allottees;

(B) located north of the Realigned River;
and

(C) identified in exhibit A of the survey of
the Bureau of Land Management entitled
“Survey of the Blackfoot River of 2002 to
2005”’, which is located at—

(i) the Fort Hall Indian Agency office of
the Bureau of Indian Affairs; and

(ii) the Blackfoot River Flood Control Dis-
trict No. 7.

(4) NON-INDIAN LAND.—The term ‘‘non-In-
dian land” means any parcel of fee land that
is—

(A) located south of the Realigned River;
and

(B) identified in exhibit B, which is located
at the areas described in clauses (i) and (ii)
of paragraph (3)(C).

(6) NON-INDIAN LANDOWNER.—The term
‘“‘non-Indian landowner” means any indi-
vidual who holds fee title to non-Indian land
and is represented by the Blackfoot River
Flood Control District No. 7 for purposes of
this Act.

(6) REALIGNED RIVER.—The term ‘Re-
aligned River’’ means that portion of the
River that was realigned by the Corps of En-
gineers during calendar year 1964 pursuant to
the project described in section 2(a)(4)(A).

(7) RESERVATION.—The term ‘‘Reservation’
means the Fort Hall Reservation established
by Executive order during calendar year 1867
and confirmed by treaty during calendar
year 1868.

(8) RIVER.—The term ‘‘River” means the
Blackfoot River located in the State of
Idaho.

(9) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary”
means the Secretary of the Interior.

(10) TRIBES.—The term ‘““Tribes’’ means the
Shoshone-Bannock Tribes.

SEC. 4. RELEASE OF CLAIMS TO CERTAIN INDIAN
AND NON-INDIAN OWNED LANDS.

(a) RELEASE OF CLAIMS.—Effective on the

date of enactment of this Act—
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(1) all existing and future claims with re-
spect to the Indian land and the non-Indian
land and all right, title, and interest that
the Tribes, allottees, non-Indian landowners,
and the Blackfoot River Flood Control Dis-
trict No. 7 may have had to that land shall
be extinguished;

(2) any interest of the Tribes, the allottees,
or the United States, acting as trustee for
the Tribes or allottees, in the Indian land
shall be extinguished under section 2116 of
the Revised Statutes (commonly known as
the “‘Indian Trade and Intercourse Act’) (25
U.S.C. 177); and

(3) to the extent any interest in non-Indian
land transferred into trust pursuant to sec-
tion 5 violates section 2116 of the Revised
Statutes (commonly known as the ‘‘Indian
Trade and Intercourse Act’) (256 U.S.C. 177),
that transfer shall be valid, subject to the
condition that the transfer is consistent
with all other applicable Federal laws (in-
cluding regulations).

(b) DOCUMENTATION.—The Secretary may
execute and file any appropriate documents
(including a plat or map of the transferred
Indian land) that are suitable for filing with
the Bingham County clerk or other appro-
priate county official, as the Secretary de-
termines necessary to carry out this Act.
SEC. 5. NON-INDIAN LAND TO BE PLACED INTO

TRUST FOR TRIBES.

Effective on the date of enactment of this
Act, the non-Indian land shall be considered
to be held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Tribes.

SEC. 6. TRUST LAND TO BE CONVERTED TO FEE
LAND.

(a) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transfer the Indian land to
the Blackfoot River Flood Control District
No. 7 for use or sale in accordance with sub-
section (b).

(b) USE OF LAND.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Blackfoot River
Flood Control District No. 7 shall use any
proceeds from the sale of land described in
subsection (a) according to the following pri-
orities:

(A) To compensate, at fair market value,
each non-Indian landowner for the net loss of
land to that non-Indian landowner resulting
from the implementation of this Act.

(B) To compensate the Blackfoot River
Flood Control District No. 7 for any adminis-
trative or other expenses relating to car-
rying out this Act.

(2) REMAINING LAND.—If any land remains
to be conveyed or proceeds remain after the
sale of the land, the Blackfoot River Flood
Control District No. 7 may dispose of that re-
maining land or proceeds as the Blackfoot
River Flood Control District No. 7 deter-
mines to be appropriate.

SEC. 7. EFFECT ON ORIGINAL RESERVATION
BOUNDARY.

Nothing in this Act affects the original
boundary of the Reservation, as established
by Executive order during calendar year 1867
and confirmed by treaty during calendar
year 1868.

SEC. 8. EFFECT ON TRIBAL WATER RIGHTS.

Nothing in this Act extinguishes or con-
veys any water right of the Tribes, as estab-
lished in the agreement entitled ‘1990 Fort
Hall Indian Water Rights Agreement’” and
ratified by section 4 of the Fort Hall Indian
Water Rights Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-602;
104 Stat. 3060).

SEC. 9. EFFECT ON CERTAIN OBLIGATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in
subsection (b), nothing in this Act affects
the obligation of Blackfoot River Flood Con-
trol District No. 7 to maintain adequate
rights-of-way for the operation and mainte-
nance of the local flood protection projects
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described in section 2(a)(4) pursuant to
agreements between the Blackfoot River
Flood Control District No. 7 and the Corps of
Engineers.

(b) RESTRICTION ON FEES.—Any land con-
veyed to the Tribes pursuant to this Act
shall not be subject to fees assessed by
Blackfoot River Flood Control District No. 7.
SEC. 10. DISCLAIMERS REGARDING CLAIMS.

Nothing in this Act—

(1) affects in any manner the sovereign
claim of the State of Idaho to title in and to
the beds and banks of the River under the
equal footing doctrine of the Constitution of
the United States;

(2) affects any action by the State of Idaho
to establish the title described in paragraph
(1) under section 2409a of title 28, United
States Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Quiet
Title Act”);

(3) affects the ability of the Tribes or the
United States to claim ownership of the beds
and banks of the River; or

(4) extinguishes or conveys any water
rights of non-Indian landowners or the
claims of those landowners to water rights in
the Snake River Basin Adjudication.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LOWENTHAL) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, first, I would like to,
once again, acknowledge the work of
the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. SIMP-
SON) for his work on the House com-
panion to this bill, H.R. 5049, which was
ordered favorably reported from the
Natural Resources Committee by unan-
imous consent.

S. 2040 addresses a land dispute
caused by the realignment of the
Blackfoot River along the boundary of
the Fort Hall Indian Reservation in
Idaho by requiring an exchange of In-
dian lands for non-Indian lands. Spe-
cifically, S. 2040 authorizes the Federal
Government to take into trust certain
non-Indian lands on behalf of the Sho-
shone-Bannock Tribes in Idaho. In ex-
change, the government would then
convey certain Indian lands. Finally, in
recognition of this land exchange, the
bill extinguishes claims that would be
asserted by the tribes against the Fed-
eral Government.

It is a complex solution, Mr. Speaker,
to a complex problem, and I am glad we
will be able to resolve that problem
with this bill. With that, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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Mr. Speaker, S. 2040 would resolve
border changes to the Fort Hall Res-
ervation after the realignment of the
Blackfoot River by the Army Corps of
Engineers in 1964. This bill settles
boundary disputes for the tribes of the
Fort Hall Reservation and directs the
Secretary of the Interior to transfer
the Indian land to the Blackfoot River
Flood Control District Number 7 for
use or sale and requires that the non-
Indian land be held in trust for the
tribes.

The bill allows the local flood control
district to compensate mnon-Indian
landowners at fair market value. The
disposition of the remaining lands,
after the sale of the lands, is left to the
discretion of the Flood Control District
Number 7.

Mr. Speaker, I support passage of
this bill, and I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I am very pleased to yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Idaho
(Mr. SIMPSON), the author of the com-
panion House bill to this legislation.

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, again, I
thank the chairman for bringing this
piece of legislation to the floor.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of S. 2040, the Blackfoot River Land
Exchange Act of 2014. This important
bill provides a needed fix to a long-
standing problem regarding the north-
ern boundary of the Fort Hall Reserva-
tion of the Shoshone-Bannock Tribes
in Idaho. When I grew up in Blackfoot,
which was on the northern side of the
Fort Hall Reservation, the Blackfoot
River was the designation of the north-
ern boundary of the Fort Hall Indian
Reservation and the southern part of
the city of Blackfoot. As I was growing
up, I can remember in the early days it
used to ice up because it was a mean-
dering, small river, and it would ice up,
flood, and cause havoc.

Since its designation, however, in
1960, the Corps of Engineers flood con-
trol project changed the flow of the
river, leaving some tribal land located
north of the river and some non-Indian
land located south of the river. For
years, the tribes and affected land-
owners have collaborated to find a so-
lution to this problem that works for
all concerned. S. 2040 is that solution.
The bill is a simple land exchange that
would make both the tribes and the af-
fected landowners whole.

S. 2040 is the result of cooperation
and give-and-take. The bill passed the
Senate in September with unanimous
consent, and the House version of the
bill was passed unanimously by the
committee this fall. I look forward to
seeing it signed into law before the end
of this year. It will solve a long-
standing problem for the Fort Hall In-
dian Reservation and the city of Black-
foot.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, once again, this is a good
piece of legislation addressing a com-
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plex issue. I urge its adoption, and I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, S. 2040.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

——

NEVADA NATIVE NATIONS LAND
ACT

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 2455) to provide
for the sale or transfer of certain Fed-
eral lands in Nevada, and for other pur-
poses, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 2455

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘“Nevada Native Nations Land Act”.

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Definition of Secretary.
TITLE I-ELKO MOTOCROSS LAND
CONVEYANCE
Sec. 101. Definitions.

Sec. 102. Conveyance of land to county.
TITLE II—CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO
INDIAN TRIBES
Sec. 201. Conveyance of land to be held in

trust for certain Indian tribes.
Sec. 202. Administration.
SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY.

In this Act, the term ‘‘Secretary’ means
the Secretary of the Interior.

TITLE I—ELKO MOTOCROSS LAND
CONVEYANCE
SEC. 101. DEFINITIONS.

In this title:

(1) CitYy.—The term ‘‘city’” means the city
of Elko, Nevada.

(2) CouNTY.—The term ‘“‘county’ means the
county of Elko, Nevada.

(3) MAP.—The term ‘‘map’’ means the map
entitled ‘‘Elko Motocross Park” and dated
January 9, 2010.

SEC. 102. CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO COUNTY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—AS soon as practicable
after the date of enactment of this Act, sub-
ject to valid existing rights and such terms
and conditions as the Secretary determines
to be necessary and after agreement from
the county, the Secretary shall convey to
the county, without consideration, all right,
title, and interest of the United States in
and to the land described in subsection (b).

(b) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-
ferred to in subsection (a) consists of ap-
proximately 275 acres of land managed by
the Bureau of Land Management, Elko Dis-
trict, Nevada, as generally depicted on the
map as ‘‘Elko Motocross Park’.



December 1, 2014

(¢) MAP AND LEGAL DESCRIPTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—As soon as practicable
after the date of enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall finalize the legal description
of the parcel to be conveyed under this sec-
tion.

(2) MINOR ERRORS.—The Secretary may cor-
rect any minor error in—

(A) the map; or

(B) the legal description.

(3) AVAILABILITY.—The map and legal de-
scription shall be on file and available for
public inspection in the appropriate offices
of the Bureau of Land Management.

(d) USE OF CONVEYED LAND.—The land con-
veyed under this section shall be used only
as a motocross, bicycle, off-highway vehicle,
or stock car racing area, or for any other
public purpose consistent with uses allowed
under the Act of June 14, 1926 (commonly
known as the ‘‘Recreation and Public Pur-
poses Act’’) (43 U.S.C. 869 et seq.).

(e) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—The Secretary
shall require the county to pay all survey
costs and other administrative costs nec-
essary for the preparation and completion of
any patents for, and transfers of title to, the
land described in subsection (b).

(f) REVERSION.—If the land conveyed under
this section ceases to be used for a public
purpose in accordance with subsection (d),
the land shall, at the discretion of the Sec-
retary, revert to the United States.

TITLE II—CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO

INDIAN TRIBES
SEC. 201. CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN
TRUST FOR CERTAIN INDIAN
TRIBES.

(a) TE-MOAK TRIBE OF WESTERN SHOSHONE
INDIANS OF NEVADA (ELKO BAND).—

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection,
the term ‘“‘map’” means the map entitled
“Te-moak Tribal Land Expansion’, dated
September 30, 2008, and on file and available
for public inspection in the appropriate of-
fices of the Bureau of Land Management.

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid
existing rights, all right, title, and interest
of the United States in and to the land de-
scribed in paragraph (3)—

(A) is held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Te-Moak Tribe of Western
Shoshone Indians of Nevada (Elko Band); and

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the
Te-Moak Tribe of Western Shoshone Indians
of Nevada (Elko Band).

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi-
mately 373 acres of land administered by the
Bureau of Land Management as generally de-
picted on the map as ‘‘Lands to be Held in
Trust”.

(b) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN
TRUST FOR THE FORT MCDERMITT PAIUTE AND
SHOSHONE TRIBE.—

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection,
the term ‘“‘map’” means the map entitled
“Fort McDermitt Indian Reservation Expan-
sion Act”, dated February 21, 2013, and on
file and available for public inspection in the
appropriate offices of the Bureau of Land
Management.

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid
existing rights, all right, title, and interest
of the United States in and to the land de-
scribed in paragraph (3)—

(A) is held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Fort McDermitt Paiute
and Shoshone Tribe; and

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the
Fort McDermitt Paiute and Shoshone Tribe.

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi-
mately 19,094 acres of land administered by
the Bureau of Land Management as gen-
erally depicted on the map as ‘‘Reservation
Expansion Lands”.
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(c) CONVEYANCE OF LAND TO BE HELD IN
TRUST FOR THE SHOSHONE PATUTE TRIBES.—

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection,
the term ‘“‘map’” means the map entitled
“Mountain City Administrative Site Pro-
posed Acquisition”, dated July 29, 2013, and
on file and available for public inspection in
the appropriate offices of the Forest Service.

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid
existing rights, all right, title, and interest
of the United States in and to the land de-
scribed in paragraph (3)—

(A) is held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Shoshone Paiute Tribes of
the Duck Valley Indian Reservation; and

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the
Shoshone Paiute Tribes of the Duck Valley
Indian Reservation.

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi-
mately 82 acres of land administered by the
Forest Service as generally depicted on the
map as ‘‘Proposed Acquisition Site’’.

(d) TRANSFER OF LAND TO BE HELD IN
TRUST FOR THE SUMMIT LAKE PAIUTE TRIBE.—

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this section, the
term ‘“‘map’’ means the map entitled ‘‘Sum-
mit Lake Indian Reservation Conveyance’’,
dated February 28, 2013, and on file and avail-
able for public inspection in the appropriate
offices of the Bureau of Land Management.

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid
existing rights, all right, title, and interest
of the United States in and to the land de-
scribed in paragraph (3)—

(A) is held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Summit Lake Paiute
Tribe; and

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the
Summit Lake Paiute Tribe.

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi-
mately 941 acres of land administered by the
Bureau of Land Management as generally de-
picted on the map as ‘‘Reservation Convey-
ance Lands”.

(e) TRANSFER OF LAND TO BE HELD IN
TRUST FOR THE RENO-SPARKS INDIAN COLONY
LAND.—

(1) DEFINITION OF MAP.—In this subsection,
the term ‘“‘map’” means the map entitled
“Reno-Sparks Indian Colony Expansion’,
dated June 11, 2014, and on file and available
for public inspection in the appropriate of-
fices of the Bureau of Land Management.

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid
existing rights, all right, title, and interest
of the United States in and to the land de-
scribed in paragraph (3)—

(A) is held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Reno-Sparks Indian Col-
ony; and

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the
Reno-Sparks Indian Colony.

(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi-
mately 13,434 acres of land administered by
the Bureau of Land Management as gen-
erally depicted on the map as ‘“‘RSIC Amend-
ed Boundary”’.

(f) TRANSFER OF LAND TO BE HELD IN TRUST
FOR THE PYRAMID LAKE PAIUTE TRIBE.—

(1) MAprP.—In this subsection, the term
“map’”’ means the map entitled “Pyramid
Lake Indian Reservation Expansion’, dated
July 26, 2014, and on file and available for
public inspection in the appropriate offices
of the Bureau of Land Management.

(2) CONVEYANCE OF LAND.—Subject to valid
existing rights, all right, title, and interest
of the United States in and to the land de-
scribed in paragraph (1)—

(A) is held in trust by the United States for
the benefit of the Pyramid Lake Paiute
Tribe; and

(B) shall be part of the reservation of the
Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe.
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(3) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.—The land re-
ferred to in paragraph (2) is the approxi-
mately 11,719 acres of land administered by
the Bureau of Land Management as gen-
erally depicted on the map as ‘‘Reservation
Expansion Lands’.

SEC. 202. ADMINISTRATION.

(a) SURVEY.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall complete a survey of the bound-
ary lines to establish the boundaries of the
land taken into trust for each Indian tribe
under section 201.

(b) USE OF TRUST LAND.—

(1) GAMING.—Land taken into trust under
section 201 shall not be eligible, or consid-
ered to have been taken into trust, for class
IT gaming or class III gaming (as those terms
are defined in section 4 of the Indian Gaming
Regulatory Act (25 U.S.C. 2703)).

(2) THINNING; LANDSCAPE RESTORATION.—
With respect to the land taken into trust
under section 201, the Secretary, in consulta-
tion and coordination with the applicable In-
dian tribe, may carry out any fuel reduction
and other landscape restoration activities,
including restoration of sage grouse habitat,
on the land that is beneficial to the Indian
tribe and the Bureau of Land Management.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LOWENTHAL) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

0O 1645

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

First, I would like to commend the
sponsor of this bill, Mr. AMODEI from
Nevada, for his tireless work on this
important piece of legislation. Because
he will speak further on the details of
this legislation, I will provide a very
brief summary of the bill.

H.R. 2455, as amended, requires that
45,000 acres of Federal land be held in
trust by the U.S. to expand the reserva-
tions of several tribes residing in Ne-
vada while requiring that this land
may not be used for gaming purposes.

The bill also directs the Secretary of
the Interior to convey 275 acres of Fed-
eral land to the county of Elko, Ne-
vada, to be used only as a motocross,
bicycle, off-road vehicle, or stock car
racing area.

Again, I would like to thank the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. AMODEI) for
his legislation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2455 would convey
approximately 275 acres of Bureau of
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Land Management-administered land
to Elko County, Nevada, at fair market
value. The bill requires the land con-
veyed, the Elko motocross, to be used
specifically as a motocross, bicycle,
off-highway vehicle, or stock car rac-
ing area.

If the land is not used for these spe-
cific purposes, then it may be used for
any other public purposes consistent
with the Recreation and Public Pur-
poses Act.

The bill would also transfer several
thousand acres of BLM-administered
land to seven Nevada tribes in trust:
the Te-Moak Tribe of Western Sho-
shone Indians, Fort McDermitt Paiute
and Shoshone Tribe, Shoshone-Paiute
Tribes of the Duck Valley Indian Res-
ervation, Summit Lake Paiute Tribe,
Reno-Sparks Indian Colony, and the
Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe.

This bill was amended by sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG), to address
among other things the administra-
tion’s concerns about sage grouse habi-
tat.

I thank my colleagues, Representa-
tive MARK AMODEI and Representative
DON YOUNG, for their efforts to address
these concerns. I support the passage of
this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. AMODEI), the
author of this legislation.

Mr. AMODEI. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the chairman of the committee
for yielding me this time, and I also
thank my colleague from California,
the ranking member, and also the sub-
committee chairman, the gentleman
from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG), for proc-
essing this bill.

I also want to associate myself with
the remarks of my colleague from
Idaho earlier regarding the departure
of the committee chairman, Mr. HAS-
TINGS from Washington, and while he
talked about who is going to miss who
more, I think it is probably accurate to
say that I will miss Mr. HASTINGS more
than he will miss me, but I will endeav-
or to change his mind over the years no
matter what. This is a prime example
of what happens when we work to-
gether.

This is several tens of thousands of
acres which some have been waiting
since I was in the eighth grade. The
original legislation for the Fort
McDermitt Paiute and Shoshone Tribe
was introduced in 1971 by then-United
States Senators Alan Bible and Howard
Cannon who represented Nevada, so
those folks get the patience award.

This bill does housekeeping things
that we should all be happy to have
been part of finally finishing up. With
checkerboard reservations, you have
multiple issues of law enforcement—
you are on the reservation, you are off
the reservation—economic develop-
ment, jobs for some of the most eco-
nomically-challenged cultures in our
Nation, multiple use, cultural resource
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protection, all those sorts of things
which I am proud to be associated
with.

I want to thank the chairman and
the tribal council members who
brought this to our attention at a
meeting originally with Mr. YOUNG in
Nevada several years ago, and we are
looking forward to, since the com-
mittee and the subcommittee did great
work, along with the minority, on
changing some of this since it now con-
forms with the Senate wishes, to the
Senate processing this expeditiously.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, again, a lot of these bills can
be very complex, and I am glad there is
a solution to it. I urge adoption of the
bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2455, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
JOHN H. CHAFEE COASTAL BAR-
RIER RESOURCES SYSTEM

BOUNDARIES REVISION

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 3572) to revise
the boundaries of certain John H.
Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources Sys-
tem units in North Carolina, as amend-
ed.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3572

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. REPLACEMENT OF JOHN H. CHAFEE
COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYS-
TEM MAPS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The maps subtitled ‘‘Lea
Island Complex LO07°; “Wrightsville Beach
Unit L08, Masonboro Island Unit L09’; and
‘““Masonboro Island Unit L09”°, included in
the set of maps entitled ‘““‘John H. Chafee
Coastal Barrier Resources System’’ referred
to in section 4(a) of the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources Act (16 U.S.C. 3503(a)) and relating to
certain John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Re-
sources System units in North Carolina, are
hereby replaced by other maps relating to
the units entitled ‘‘Lea Island Complex L07"’;
“Wrightsville Beach Unit 108, Masonboro Is-
land Unit L09’; and ‘‘Masonboro Island Unit
L09’, respectively, and dated March 12, 2014.

(b) AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall keep the replacement maps re-
ferred to in subsection (a) on file and avail-
able for inspection in accordance with sec-
tion 4(b) of the Coastal Barrier Resources
Act (16 U.S.C. 3503(b)).

SEC. 2. REPLACEMENT OF JOHN H. CHAFEE
COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYS-
TEM MAP.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The map subtitled

‘“‘Sachuest Point Unit RI-04P, Easton Beach
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Unit RI-05P, Almy Pond Unit RI-06, Hazards
Beach Unit RI-07”, included in the set of
maps entitled ‘“John H. Chafee Coastal Bar-
rier Resources System’ referred to in sec-
tion 4(a) of the Coastal Barrier Resources
Act (16 U.S.C. 3503(a)) and relating to certain
John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources
System units in Rhode Island, is hereby re-
placed by another map relating to the units
entitled ‘““John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Re-
sources System Sachuest Point Unit RI-04P,
Easton Beach Unit RI-05P, Almy Pond Unit
RI-06, and Hazards Beach Unit RI-07" and
dated September 16, 2013.

(b) AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall keep the replacement map re-
ferred to in subsection (a) on file and avail-
able for inspection in accordance with the
provisions of section 4(b) of the Coastal Bar-
rier Resources Act (16 U.S.C. 3503(b)).

SEC. 3. JOHN H. CHAFEE COASTAL BARRIER RE-
SOURCES SYSTEM GASPARILLA IS-
LAND UNIT, FLORIDA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The map subtitled
“Gasparilla Island Unit FL-70P”’ included in
the set of maps entitled ‘‘Coastal Barrier Re-
sources System’’ referred to in section 4(a) of
the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C.
3503(a)) and relating to the Gasparilla Island
Unit in Florida is hereby replaced by another
map relating to the same unit entitled
‘“John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources
System Gasparilla Unit FL-70/FL-70P”’, draft
dated May 23, 2012.

(b) AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall keep the replacement map re-
ferred to in subsection (a) on file and avail-
able for inspection in accordance with sec-
tion 4(b) of the Coastal Barrier Resources
Act (16 U.S.C. 3503(b)).

SEC. 4. REMOVAL OF PROPERTIES IN SOUTH
CAROLINA FROM JOHN H. CHAFEE
COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYS-
TEM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The map subtitled ‘‘Long
Pond Unit SC-01" included in the sets of
maps entitled ‘‘Coastal Barrier Resources
System’ referred to in section 4(a) of the
Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C.
3503(a)) and relating to the Long Pond Unit
in South Carolina is hereby replaced by an-
other map relating to the same unit entitled
“John H. Chafee Coastal Barrier Resources
System Long Pond Unit SC-01 dated Sep-
tember 30, 2014.

(b) AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall keep each map revised under sub-
section (a) on file and available for inspec-
tion in accordance with section 4(b) of the
Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C.
3503(b)).

SEC. 5. REMOVAL OF PROPERTIES IN SOUTH
CAROLINA FROM JOHN H. CHAFEE
COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYS-
TEM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The map subtitled ‘‘Hun-
tington Beach Unit SC-03 included in the
sets of maps entitled ‘‘Coastal Barrier Re-
sources System” referred to in section 4(a) of
the Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C.
3503(a)) and relating to the Huntington
Beach Unit in South Carolina is hereby re-
placed by another map relating to the same
unit entitled ‘“‘John H. Chafee Coastal Bar-
rier Resources System Huntington Beach
Unit SC-03"’ dated September 30, 2014.

(b) AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary of the In-
terior shall keep each map revised under sub-
section (a) on file and available for inspec-
tion in accordance with section 4(b) of the
Coastal Barrier Resources Act (16 U.S.C.
3503(b)).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. HASTINGS) and the
gentleman from California (Mr.
LOWENTHAL) each will control 20 min-
utes.
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Washington.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have 5 legislative
days in which to revise and extend
their remarks and include extraneous
material on the bill under consider-
ation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

In 1982, Congress enacted the Coastal
Barrier Resources Act and, 8 years
later, significantly expanded the num-
ber of acres contained within the
Coastal Barrier Resources System.

The fundamental goal of this law was
to discourage development along frag-
ile and shifting coastal barriers by pro-
hibiting participation within the Na-
tional Flood Insurance Program and to
deny certain Federal development sub-
sidies.

To qualify for inclusion within the
system, coastal land had to be undevel-
oped or conserved as part of a national
wildlife refuge, Federal or State park,
a national seashore, a military instal-
lation, or conservation land owned by
private organizations.

Inclusion in the system is through
maps which historically were hand-
drawn by individuals who used Magic
Markers to distinguish property lines—
really, Magic Markers. As you might
expect, mistakes were made, and Con-
gress has corrected those errors by pro-
viding legislative relief to homeowners
whose property was mistakenly incor-
porated within the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources System.

What we have before us today is a
bill that corrects mistakes in certain
coastal barrier units in Florida, North
Carolina, Rhode Island, and South
Carolina. This affects both Republican
and Democrat districts.

In total, the legislation affects maps
in 10 of the 857 units of the system.
Upon enactment, 156 acres of the 3.1
million acres would be removed from
the system; however, because digital
technology is now being used, 4,737 new
qualifying acres will be added to the
system for a net gain of 4,580 acres.

Each of these changes have been ex-
haustively reviewed. There is no dis-
pute that these lands were mistakenly
included within the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources System, there are no objec-
tions to correcting these mistakes, and
the Congressional Budget Office has in
each case stipulated that ‘‘enacting the
bill would not affect revenues.”

Mr. Speaker, I urge an ‘‘aye’ vote on
this bipartisan noncontroversial collec-
tion of changes to the Coastal Barrier
Resources System, and I compliment
the sponsors for their work on the leg-
islation.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.
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Mr. Speaker, the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources Act, or CBRA, requires the
identification of hazardous areas on
the Atlantic and gulf coasts and makes
Federal subsidies off-limits to people
who choose to develop those lands. Par-
ticularly in this time of rising sea lev-
els and increased storm surge brought
on by global warming, CBRA is critical
to helping protect American taxpayers
and sensitive coastal ecosystems.

H.R. 3572 would adjust the boundaries
of several Coastal Barrier Resources
System units in North Carolina, South
Carolina, Rhode Island, and Florida. I
am particularly pleased that long over-
due remedies for the constituents of
my friends, the gentleman from Rhode
Island (Mr. CICILLINE) and the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr. MCIN-
TYRE), are included in this package.

These changes have been carefully
mapped by the Fish and Wildlife Serv-
ice and reflect improvements in tech-
nology that have allowed us to show
with great accuracy which parcels of
land do and do not constitute ‘‘coastal
barrier resources’ under the law.

As a result, numerous properties that
were originally included by mistake
will be removed, and other properties
that have been identified as at-risk
will be included. These changes to the
Coastal Barrier Resources System are
protective of private property rights,
the environment, and the taxpayers. I
support passage of this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE).

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 3572, which includes a
provision I introduced as H.R. 277, to
revise the boundaries of Coastal Bar-
rier Resources System units in Rhode
Island. I want to begin by thanking
Chairman HASTINGS and Ranking Mem-
ber DEFAZzIO for working with me to
bring this important fix to the floor
today.

I want to extend a personal thank
you to Chairman HASTINGS for his on-
going cooperation in helping to ad-
vance legislation to make the Black-
stone River Valley, the birthplace of
America’s industrial revolution, a na-
tional park.

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, this leg-
islation represents the culmination of
several years of evaluation, research,
study, public input, and review regard-
ing the existing map of the Coastal
Barrier Resources System in my State.

All four units in Rhode Island that
would be replaced with a modernized,
revised map under this legislation were
included within the CBRS, according to
the Coastal Barrier Improvement Act
of 1990. It has been discovered that var-
ious private lands were inappropriately
included in otherwise protected areas
within the CBRS and that there were
other technical inaccuracies.

H8191

The proposed revisions in my bill
were approved by local cities and towns
and other stakeholders, including the
Norman Bird Sanctuary and the Audu-
bon Society, who would be impacted;
furthermore, including identified wet-
land and upland areas of both Almy
Pond and Lily Pond is essential for
protecting local habitat.

Importantly, the revisions would also
remove eight privately-owned struc-
tures that were inappropriately in-
cluded within the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources System.

The changes in this bill will posi-
tively impact my district and my con-
stituents, particularly the ones whose
private property was inadvertently in-
cluded in the original map. The passage
of this legislation will also benefit the
surrounding communities that have
long anticipated a more coherent, com-
prehensive system that protects crit-
ical aquatic habitat and coastal lands
while protecting access to areas used
for recreational purposes.

I want to highlight the case of one
constituent in particular. Philip How-
ell cannot obtain Federal flood insur-
ance for his property that was incor-
rectly included in the CBRA map. As a
result, his coastal property has gone
without flood insurance during serious
weather events like Superstorm Sandy.

An inability to purchase flood insur-
ance has also caused Mr. Howell to
take on serious financial risks related
to damages that he would potentially
be unable to cover out of his own pock-
et; moreover, without flood insurance
coverage, he has found it difficult to
purchase regular homeowner’s insur-
ance from competing brokers at afford-
able rates.

While Mr. Howell and most of my
constituents support the intent of the
Coastal Barrier Resources System to
protect neighboring habitat and recre-
ation, they also have been overly bur-
dened by innocent mapping mistakes
that were made more than two decades
ago.

As such, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port passage of H.R. 3572 to ensure that
coastal barrier mapping irregularities
are rectified and the system works as
it was intended.

I, again, thank Chairman HASTINGS
and Ranking Member DEFAZIO for their
assistance.

Mr. LOWENTHAL. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I urge adoption of the bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Washington (Mr.
HASTINGS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3572, as
amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas
and nays.
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The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———
O 1700

STRENGTHENING DOMESTIC
NUCLEAR SECURITY ACT OF 2014

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5629) to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to strengthen the Do-
mestic Nuclear Detection Office, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5629

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Strength-
ening Domestic Nuclear Security Act of
2014°.

SEC. 2. DOMESTIC NUCLEAR DETECTION OFFICE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title XIX of the Home-
land Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 591 et seq.)
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new sections:

“SEC. 1908. DOMESTIC IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
GLOBAL NUCLEAR DETECTION AR-
CHITECTURE.

“In carrying out the mission of the Office
under subparagraph (A) of section 1902(a)(4),
the Director for Domestic Nuclear Detection
shall provide support for planning, organiza-
tion, equipment, training, exercises, and
operational assessments to Federal, State,
local, territorial, and tribal entities to assist
in implementing radiological and nuclear de-
tection capabilities in the event of a radio-
logical or nuclear act of terror or other at-
tack. Such capabilities shall be integrated
into the enhanced global nuclear detection
architecture referred to in such section
1902(a)(4), and shall inform and be guided by
architecture studies, technology needs, and
research activities of the Office.

“SEC. 1909. SECURING THE CITIES PROGRAM.

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Director for Do-
mestic Nuclear Detection shall establish the
‘Securing the Cities’ (‘STC’) program to en-
hance, through Federal, State, local, tribal,
and private entities, the ability of the
United States to detect and prevent a radio-
logical or nuclear act of terror or other at-
tack in high-risk urban areas.

‘“(b) DESIGNATION OF JURISDICTIONS.—In
designating jurisdiction under subsection
(a), the Director for Domestic Nuclear Detec-
tion shall consider jurisdictions designated
by the Secretary as high-risk urban areas
under section 2003, and other cities and re-
gions as appropriate, for the selection of new
STC locations.

‘‘(c) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—The Di-
rector for Domestic Nuclear Detection shall
notify the Committee on Homeland Security
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives and the Committee
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs and the Committee on Appropriations
of the Senate not later than 30 days after
any additions or changes to the jurisdictions
participating in the STC program under this
section.

‘(d) GAO REPORT.—Not later than one year
after the date of the enactment of this sec-
tion, the Comptroller General of the United
States shall submit to the congressional
committees specified in subsection (c) an as-
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sessment, including an evaluation of the ef-
fectiveness, of the STC program.
“SEC. 1910. PROCUREMENT REFORM.

“In the event of an acquisition of a new
system for a component of the Department
of Homeland Security or any other Depart-
ment-related or -associated end-user, the
head of such component shall complete and
sign a Mission Need Statement and Oper-
ational Requirements Document, in accord-
ance with relevant Department Acquisition
Management Directives.

“SEC. 1911. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS.

““There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this title $291,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2015 and 2016.”".

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of
contents in section 1(b) of the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 is amended by striking the
item relating to section 1907 and inserting
the following new items:

“Sec. 1907. Joint biennial interagency re-
view of global nuclear detection
architecture.

‘‘Sec. 1908. Domestic implementation of the
global nuclear detection archi-
tecture.

“Sec. 1909. Securing the Cities program.

“Sec. 1910. Procurement reform.

“Sec. 1911. Authorization of
tions.”.

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This Act shall take
effect on the date that is 30 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 3. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.

The Homeland Security Act of 2002 is
amended—

(1) in section 1906 (6 U.S.C. 596), in the mat-
ter preceding paragraph (1), by striking
‘‘paragraphs (6) and (7) of”’; and

(2) in section 1907 (6 U.S.C. 596a)—

(A) in the section heading, by striking ‘‘AN-
NUAL’’ and inserting ‘‘BIENNIAL’’;

(B) in subsection (a)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘ANNUAL”’
and inserting ‘‘BIENNIAL’’;

(ii) in paragraph (1)—

(I) in the matter preceding subparagraph
(A), by striking ‘‘each year’” and inserting
‘“‘every two years’’; and

(IT) in subparagraph (C)—

(aa) in clauses (i) and (iii), by striking
‘“‘previous year’ and inserting ‘‘previous two
years’ each place it appears; and

(bb) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘Annual”’
and inserting ‘‘Biennial’’; and

(iii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘each
year’ and inserting ‘‘every two years’’; and

(C) in subsection (b)—

(i) in the heading, by striking ‘‘ANNUAL”’
and inserting ‘‘BIENNIAL’’;

(ii) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘odd-
numbered’’ before ‘‘year’’; and

(iii) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘annual’’
and inserting ‘‘biennial’’; and

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MEEHAN) and the
gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
CLARKE) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous materials on the
bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

appropria-
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There was no objection.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I rise today in support of H.R. 5629,
the Strengthening Domestic Nuclear
Security Act of 2014.

We know extremist groups such as al
Qaeda and ISIS have shown interest in
acquiring nuclear and radiological ma-
terials, and in July of this year,
Islamist insurgents seized nuclear ma-
terials which were used for scientific
research at Mosul University in Iraq.
Fortunately, the material that was
seized was not enriched to the point it
could be used in weapons form, but it
proves that our enemies are actively
seeking materials that could be turned
into a dirty bomb.

The Domestic Nuclear Detection Of-
fice is the lead agency within the
United States Government for coordi-
nating efforts to detect and intercept
radiological and nuclear devices that
threaten to come into the TUnited
States. DNDO coordinates these efforts
through an interagency system and a
collaborative framework known as the
global nuclear detection architecture,
which DNDO is responsible for imple-
menting domestically.

DNDO works with other Department
of Homeland Security components, in-
cluding Customs and Border Protec-
tion, as well as State and local law en-
forcement to provide these entities
with the equipment and training which
is needed to interdict radiological or
nuclear material before it can enter
into the United States.

DNDO has had its share of struggles
in the past, but over the past several
years it has made significant improve-
ments from top to bottom and today is
one of the best functioning components
in the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity. We have done the oversight. Ac-
cording to an internal review that was
done by the Department, this actual di-
vision has the highest morale of any
department in Homeland Security.
They are to be commended for their
good work.

This legislation looks to build on the
momentum that has been created by
making modest improvements to bet-
ter help DNDO carry out its mission.
Specifically, H.R. 5629 strengthens
DNDO’s engagement with other DHS
components and stakeholders and codi-
fies acquisition procedures and guide-
lines to prevent the breakdowns that
have occurred in the past.

Through my subcommittee’s over-
sight, the gentlewoman from New York
and I have had the ability to determine
that performing the joint interagency
review of the global nuclear detection
architecture annually was not nec-
essary, so H.R. 5629 also changes the re-
view to require it every 2 years instead.
DNDO has advised us that by making
that small change, DHS could save up
to $800,000. I think it is important to be
fiscal stewards of the dollars that are
under our oversight. This accomplishes
that.

This legislation also codifies and
strengthens the Securing the Cities
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program, a program to enhance the
ability to detect and prevent radio-
logical or nuclear attacks in high-risk
U.S. cities. This program has been very
successful in building up the resources
of New York City and is being ex-
panded to the national capital region
and Los Angeles and Long Beach.

I urge my colleagues to support this
important legislation to build on the
capacity of the Department of Home-
land Security to protect the homeland
against such an attack.

Mr. Speaker, with that, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

I rise in support of H.R. 5629, the
Strengthening Domestic Nuclear Secu-
rity Act of 2014.

The bill under consideration today
would essentially codify important ex-
isting authorities and programs within
the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s Domestic Nuclear Detection Of-
fice, or DNDO as it is known.

Congress has long emphasized the
need to detect and interdict smuggled
nuclear radiological material before it
enters the United States, funding in-
vestments in nuclear detection domes-
tically and abroad.

Since 2001, the Department of Home-
land Security has adopted a strategy of
securing the border and ports through
the use of radiation portal monitors
and nonintrusive imaging equipment.
Under the leadership of Dr. Huban
Gowadia, DNDO leads the Depart-
ment’s efforts at developing, testing,
and evaluating next-generation detec-
tion equipment.

For the record, this measure is being
considered today outside regular order,
without any formal legislative action
taken on it in committee. Given that
we are in the waning days of the 113th
Congress, 1 support bypassing regular
order so that the House is afforded the
opportunity to consider this legisla-
tion. The timing is important, as the
Secretary is expected to transmit to
Congress analysis about how efforts at
addressing chemical, biological, radio-
logical, and nuclear threats could be
streamlined as part of the ‘‘unity of ef-
fort” campaign.

I would note that in advance of the
introduction of H.R. 5629, the sub-
committee on which I serve as ranking
member did conduct an oversight hear-
ing in July where we received wide-
ranging testimony about DNDO’s pro-
grams and activities from the Depart-
ment and the Government Account-
ability Office. Testimony from GAO
underscored DNDO’s historical chal-
lenges with the Advanced
Spectroscopic Portal, or ASP, program.

Back in 2006, one of the urgent, ini-
tial activities of DNDO when it was
stood up was the development and
placement of technology to detect il-
licit nuclear materials and devices that
could be shipped in cargo entering the
United States. The plan was for ad-
vanced spectroscopic portals to be in-
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stalled at all U.S. ports and selected
border crossings to screen cargo ship-
ments for nuclear materials. That ac-
quisition turned out to be a debacle,
with DNDO moving forward on acquisi-
tion decisions well before the tech-
nology had been demonstrated to live
up to its promise. Those missteps cost
taxpayers billions of dollars. Subse-
quently, the ASP program was can-
celed.

The current DNDO leadership and,
for that matter, DHS leadership seem
to have taken these tough lessons to
heart and put in place some significant
new processes and controls in the ac-
quisitions process to help avoid an-
other such debacle.

One of the important features of this
bill is the authorization of the Secur-
ing the Cities program. This program
represents a real success for DNDO.
Under the Securing the Cities program,
DNDO works with local State, city,
and tribal leaders to bolster technical
nuclear detection capabilities, nuclear
forensic efforts, and coordination of
nonconventional threats. As a New
Yorker, I have special interest in this
program, which has done so much to
help keep my city secure from non-
conventional terrorist threats.

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the
chairman for his bipartisan approach
in developing this language and look
forward to working with him in the fu-
ture on this important program.

I would like to take a moment to ac-
knowledge my partner on this sub-
committee, the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. MEEHAN). You have been
a great collaborator and friend to me
on this committee. Together, we have
amassed a record of bipartisanship to
be proud of, particularly in the area of
cybersecurity. I wish you well in all of
your future endeavors, and I thank you
once again.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I urge sup-
port for H.R. 5629, the Strengthening
Domestic Nuclear Security Act of 2014,
and I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, after my
remarks, I will insert into the RECORD
an exchange of letters between the
Committee on Homeland Security and
the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology.

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

I want to also take a moment to
thank the ranking member for her en-
gagement and collaboration on the
many issues that we had the oppor-
tunity to work on together, to share
this collaboration and engagement of
important matters before our Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, particu-
larly work that we were able to do, as
you have identified, on cybersecurity
and, I think, also on chemical facilities
and the protection which is so impor-
tant to our homeland in that area as
well. I have genuinely enjoyed the col-
laboration and look forward to hoping
that we not only pass the bills that we
have before this Congress, but that we
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can continue to work together into the
future.

I urge all Members to join me in sup-
porting this bipartisan bill, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND
TECHNOLOGY,

Washington, DC, December 1, 2014.
Hon. MICHAEL MCCAUL,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,

Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN McCCAUL: I am writing to
you concerning the jurisdictional interest of
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology in H.R. 5629, the ‘‘Strengthening Do-
mestic Nuclear Security Act.”” The bill con-
tains provisions that fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology.

I recognize and appreciate the desire to
bring this legislation before the House of
Representatives in an expeditious manner,
and accordingly, I will waive further consid-
eration of this bill in Committee, notwith-
standing any provisions that fall within the
jurisdiction of the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology. This waiver, of
course, is conditional on our mutual under-
standing that agreeing to waive consider-
ation of this bill should not be construed as
waiving, reducing, or affecting the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology.

This waiver is also given with the under-
standing that the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology expressly reserves its
authority to seek conferees on any provision
within its jurisdiction during any House-
Senate conference that may be convened on
this, or any similar legislation. I ask for
your commitment to support any request by
the Committee for conferees on H.R. 5629 as
well as any similar or related legislation.

I ask that a copy of this letter and your re-
sponse be placed in the Congressional Record
during consideration of this bill on the
House floor.

Sincerely,
LAMAR SMITH,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, December 1, 2014.
Hon. LAMAR SMITH,
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and

Technology, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 5629, the ‘‘Strength-
ening Domestic Nuclear Security Act.”” I ac-
knowledge that by forgoing a sequential re-
ferral on this legislation, your Committee is
not diminishing or altering its jurisdiction.

I also concur with you that forgoing action
on this bill does not in any way prejudice the
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology with respect to its jurisdictional pre-
rogatives on this bill or similar legislation
in the future, and I would support your effort
to seek appointment of an appropriate num-
ber of conferees to any House-Senate con-
ference involving this legislation.

Finally, I will include your letter and this
response in the Congressional Record during
consideration of this bill on the House floor.
I appreciate your cooperation regarding this
legislation, and I look forward to working
with the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology and the bill moves through the
legislative process.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL T. MCCAUL,
Chairman.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LANKFORD). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from



H8194

Pennsylvania (Mr. MEEHAN) that the
House suspend the rules and pass the
bill, H.R. 5629, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, on that I
demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———

CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE
PROTECTION ACT

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3410) to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to secure critical in-
frastructure against electromagnetic
pulses, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3410

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Critical In-
frastructure Protection Act” or ““CIPA”.
SEC. 2. EMP PLANNING, RESEARCH AND DEVEL-

OPMENT, AND PROTECTION AND
PREPAREDNESS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 121) is amended—

(1) in section 2 (6 U.S.C. 101), by inserting
after paragraph (6) the following:

‘‘(6a) EMP.—The term ‘EMP’ means—

‘““(A) an electromagnetic pulse caused by
intentional means, including acts of ter-
rorism; and

‘(B) a geomagnetic disturbance caused by
solar storms or other naturally occurring
phenomena.”’;

(2) in title V (6 U.S.C. 311 et seq.), by add-
ing at the end the following:

“SEC. 526. NATIONAL PLANNING SCENARIOS AND
EDUCATION.

“The Secretary shall, to the extent prac-
ticable—

‘(1) include in national planning scenarios
the threat of EMP events; and

‘(2) conduct outreach to educate owners
and operators of critical infrastructure,
emergency planners, and emergency respond-
ers at all levels of government of the threat
of EMP events.”’;

(3) in title III (6 U.S.C. 181 et seq.), by add-
ing at the end of the following:

“SEC. 318. EMP RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In furtherance of domes-
tic preparedness and response, the Secretary,
acting through the Under Secretary for
Science and Technology, and in consultation
with other relevant agencies and depart-
ments of the Federal Government and rel-
evant owners and operators of critical infra-
structure, shall, to the extent practicable,
conduct research and development to miti-
gate the consequences of EMP events.

““(b) ScoPE.—The scope of the research and
development under subsection (a) shall in-
clude the following:

‘(1) An objective scientific analysis of the
risks to critical infrastructures from a range
of EMP events.

‘(2) Determination of the critical national
security assets and vital civic utilities and
infrastructures that are at risk from EMP
events.
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““(3) An evaluation of emergency planning
and response technologies that would ad-
dress the findings and recommendations of
experts, including those of the Commission
to Assess the Threat to the United States
from Electromagnetic Pulse Attack.

‘“(4) An analysis of technology options that
are available to improve the resiliency of
critical infrastructure to EMP.

‘“(5) The restoration and recovery capabili-
ties of critical infrastructure under differing
levels of damage and disruption from various
EMP events.”’; and

(4) in section 201(d) (6 U.S.C. 121(d)), by
adding at the end the following:

‘“(26)(A) Prepare and submit to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security of the House of
Representatives and the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs of the Senate—

‘(i) a recommended strategy to protect
and prepare the critical infrastructure of the
American homeland against EMP events, in-
cluding from acts of terrorism; and

‘‘(i1) biennial updates on the status of the
recommended strategy.

‘“(B) The recommended strategy shall—

‘(i) be based on findings of the research
and development conducted under section
318;

‘“(ii) be developed in consultation with the
relevant Federal sector-specific agencies (as
defined under Homeland Security Presi-
dential Directive-7) for critical infrastruc-
tures;

‘‘(iii) be developed in consultation with the
relevant sector coordinating councils for
critical infrastructures; and

‘(iv) include a classified annex as needed.

“(C) The Secretary may, if appropriate, in-
corporate the recommended strategy into a
broader recommendation developed by the
Department to help protect and prepare crit-
ical infrastructure from terrorism and other
threats if, as incorporated, the strategy com-
plies with subparagraph (B).”.

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of
contents in section 1(b) of such Act is
amended—

(1) by adding at the end of the items relat-
ing to title V the following:

‘‘Sec. 526. National planning scenarios and
education.”’;
and
(2) by adding at the end of the items relat-
ing to title III the following:

‘“‘Sec. 318. EMP research and development.”.

(¢c) DEADLINE FOR RECOMMENDED STRAT-
EGY.—The Secretary of Homeland Security
shall submit the recommended strategy re-
quired under the amendment made by sub-
section (a)(4) by not later than one year after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

(d) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit a
report to Congress by not later than 180 days
after the date of the enactment of this Act
describing the progress made in, and an esti-
mated date by which the Department of
Homeland Security will have completed—

(1) including EMP (as defined in the
amendment made by subsection (a)(1))
threats in national planning scenarios;

(2) research and development described in
the amendment made by subsection (a)(3);

(3) development of the comprehensive plan
required under the amendment made by sub-
section (a)(4); and

(4) outreach to educate owners and opera-
tors of critical infrastructure, emergency
planners and emergency responders at all
levels of government regarding the threat of
EMP events.

SEC. 3. NO REGULATORY AUTHORITY.

Nothing in this Act, including the amend-
ments made by this Act, shall be construed
to grant any regulatory authority.
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SEC. 4. NO NEW AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIA-
TIONS.

This Act, including the amendments made
by this Act, may be carried out only by using
funds appropriated under the authority of
other laws.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MEEHAN) and the
gentlewoman from New York (Ms.
CLARKE) each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous materials on the
bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 3410, the Critical Infrastructure
Protection Act, or CIPA.

In 1962, the United States conducted
a test named Starfish Prime, where the
military detonated a 1.4-megaton ther-
monuclear bomb about 25 miles above
Johnston Atoll in the Pacific. In space,
six American, British, and Soviet sat-
ellites suffered damage, and 800 miles
away in Hawaii, burglar alarms sound-
ed, streetlights blinked out, and
phones, radios, and televisions went
dead. While only 1 percent of the exist-
ing streetlights were affected, it be-
came clear that electromagnetic pulse,
or EMP, could cause significant dam-
age.

EMP is simply a burst of electro-
magnetic radiation that results from
certain types of high-energy explosions
or from a suddenly fluctuating mag-
netic field. An EMP can be generated
by nuclear weapons from naturally oc-
curring sources such as solar storms or
specialized nonnuclear EMP weapons.
An EMP event could range from a
small-scale incident, with little or no
permanent damage, to a large-scale
event, with dire consequences. In fact,
a successful large-scale EMP event
could damage electrical power systems,
electronics, and information systems,
and these effects could cascade into
other interdependent infrastructures,
such as telecommunications, gas, and
water.

Repeated studies, including by the
Congressional EMP Commission and
Lloyd’s of London, have warned that
the U.S. electric grid is vulnerable to
damage from EMP events, that there is
a significant risk, and that we need to
be better prepared. H.R. 3410 takes
commonsense steps to address the EMP
threat. Specifically, this legislation
compels the Department of Homeland
Security to include EMP events in
their national planning scenarios, con-
duct research to mitigate the con-
sequences of an EMP event, develop a
recommended strategy to protect crit-
ical infrastructure, and perform out-
reach to raise awareness of the threat.
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I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
3410, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

O 1715

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R.
3410, the Critical Infrastructure Protec-
tion Act, of which I am a cosponsor.

Mr. Speaker, recently, there has been
increased interest in bolstering the re-
silience of our Nation’s electrical
power distribution and delivery sys-
tem. In particular, there is growing in-
terest in looking at the damage that
could naturally occur to that system
through powerful weather storms and
geomagnetic disturbances, as well as
through intentional and malicious
physical and cyber attacks.

Earlier this Congress, the House ap-
proved legislation authored by my
committee colleague and neighbor, Mr.
PAYNE, to broadly research the threats
to our electric grid. Today, we have an
opportunity to foster progress on low-
probability but high-consequence
threats to the grid: electromagnetic
pulse, or EMP, and geomagnetic dis-
turbances, or GMD.

Today, our Nation’s power system
operates at such a high level of reli-
ability that any major outage, either
caused by heavy weather storms, oper-
ational errors, or sabotage, makes
headlines. Our transmission system is
the most complex and extensive of any
system on the globe, consisting mainly
of transformers, switches, transmission
towers and lines, control centers, and
computer controls.

The main risk for weather-related
damage or a terrorist attack is a wide-
spread power outage that lasts for an
extended period of time. The damage
that such an outage could have to the
welfare of our citizens and economy is
hard to measure, but it would certainly
be very significant.

With that in mind, H.R. 3410 seeks to
gain ground against this homeland se-
curity challenge. It does so by direct-
ing the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity to include EMP and GMD in na-
tional planning scenarios; conduct out-
reach to critical infrastructure owners
and operators, emergency planners,
and emergency responders on the
threats posed; conduct targeted re-
search; and develop a strategy for ad-
dressing the threats.

I am disappointed that the bill pro-
vides no new resources to the Depart-
ment to carry out these activities, but
I am appreciative of the majority’s
willingness to work with me to refine
the language to provide needed flexi-
bility to the Department in how it car-
ries out these activities.

That said, since H.R. 3410 had to by-
pass regular order to be considered
here today, we did not have the time to
include some small but key refine-
ments. Specifically, the definitions in
this bill for electromagnetic pulse, or
EMP, and geomagnetic, or GMD, would
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benefit from further fine-tuning down
the line so risk of these two distinct
events being conflated is avoided.

An EMP is an electromagnetic pulse
caused by intentional means, such as
an act of war or terrorism. A GMD is a
geomagnetic disturbance caused by
solar storms or other naturally occur-
ring phenomena. While some have got-
ten in the habit of calling them both
EMPs, they are not the same, thus re-
quiring differing mitigation and resil-
iency responses.

Like my colleagues Mr. MEEHAN and
Mr. FRANKS, I am very concerned about
the potential impact and the types of
threats posed by EMPs and GMDs.
However, I think we should take care
to make clear the distinct differences
between the two.

We also know that public-private
partnerships are essential to address-
ing the challenge of fully under-
standing the threats caused by EMPs
and GMDs, especially because the over-
whelming majority of our electric grid
is privately held by large investor-
owned utilities, or is part of the rural
electric cooperatives systems or mem-
bers of the American Public Power net-
work that represents not-for-profit,
community-owned electric utilities.

I would note that the Department
currently has a variety of planning ef-
forts for solar weather geomagnetic
disturbance events and other electro-
magnetic pulse damage under its all-
hazards risk planning, including re-
search on technologies to improve re-
siliency in the electric grid sector.

Additionally, the Department’s
science and technology directorate has
cosponsored with private utilities an
exercise in a fast-turnaround trans-
former replacement project. This effort
is known as the Recovery Transformer
Project, and it hopes to increase the re-
siliency of the transmission power grid
through the use of more mobile and
modular transformers.

Again, I want to thank Chairman
McCAUL and Chairman MEEHAN for
working with me. I also thank Rep-
resentative FRANKS, who has been a
tireless and relentless proponent of
this legislative measure to protect our
Nation’s electrical infrastructure. He is
internationally known for his unwaver-
ing pursuit of this critical concern, and
over the past few years has been viewed
as a go-to legislator on protecting our
Nation’s infrastructure. It has been a
real pleasure to engage in a moment of
bipartisan interaction, particularly on
a matter of such great import nation-
ally and internationally, and I thank
the gentleman.

As we enter the waning days of the
113th Congress, I sincerely hope this
measure gets enacted into law. But in
the event that it does not, I look for-
ward to working with the majority on
advancing this bill through regular
order next Congress to ensure a more
robust examination of the bill’s impact
on the Department and on industry.

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.
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Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. FRANKS), the
sponsor of this legislation.

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, I want to thank Chairman MIKE
McCAUL, Subcommittee Chairman PAT
MEEHAN, and, of course, Ranking Mem-
ber YVETTE CLARKE for their principled
and unwavering leadership in bringing
this legislation to the floor. I was
touched by the gentlelady’s words as
well. I would also especially like to
personally thank Chairman PETE SES-
SIONS, the sole original cosponsor of
this bill, for being a tireless champion
of protecting our Nation’s critical in-
frastructure against EMP.

Mr. Speaker, back in August of 2003,
a large section of our electric grid was
knocked out across the Eastern United
States. Fifty million people were af-
fected after 21 power plants shut down
in just 3 minutes. Office workers
streamed into parking lots, and many
commuters were stranded inside their
trains. In a matter of moments, those
things that make up our critical infra-
structure, from the electric grid to
water pumps to cell phone service to
computer systems, were disrupted. Life
suddenly changed that day in New
York, Mr. Speaker, as well as in Cleve-
land, Detroit, and all the way into Can-
ada. In New York City alone, this short
blackout was estimated to cost more
than a half-billion dollars.

Mr. Speaker, a worst-case natural or
manmade electromagnetic  pulse—
EMP—event represents a dangerous
threat that could have a prolonged cat-
astrophic impact on our electric grid—
our most critical and our most inter-
dependent infrastructure.

There are at least 11 major govern-
ment reports and studies describing
our vulnerabilities to electromagnetic
pulses. Our Defense Department has
wisely hardened many of our most crit-
ical defense assets like our strategic
nuclear triad and our missile defense
systems. However, our civilian grid re-
mains fundamentally unprotected
against severe EMP.

Whether catalyzed by non-nuclear in-
tentional electromagnetic interference,
a major solar storm, or a high-altitude
nuclear blast, EMP is an invisible force
of ionized particles with the potential
to overwhelm and destroy our present
electrical power grids, which would
profoundly impact our civilization.

The National Intelligence University
of the United States recently trans-
lated an Iranian military doctrine
called ‘‘Passive Defense’” which ref-
erenced the use of nuclear EMP as a
weapon more than 20 times. This doc-
trine stresses that electrical grids are
vital to national existence. It includes
a formula for calculating the value of
electric power plants and for
prioritizing the targeting of electric
grid components and other infrastruc-
tures.

Mr. Speaker, we know all too well
the Obama administration has just ex-
tended talks with the world’s leading
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state sponsor of terrorism, allowing
them even more time in their inex-
orable march toward a nuclear weapons
capability.

After the terrorist attacks on 9/11,
the Department of Homeland Security
was founded. It created a Presi-
dentially-appointed position for an As-
sistant Secretary for Infrastructure
Protection. Among the Assistant Sec-
retary’s main duties is the responsi-
bility to ‘‘develop a comprehensive na-
tional plan for securing the key re-
sources and critical infrastructure of
the United States, including power pro-
duction, generation, and distribution
systems.”

Yet 12 years later, Mr. Speaker, no
such plan is in place, and our Nation’s
critical infrastructure, including those
key resources like power production,
generation, and distribution systems,
are still vulnerable to large-scale
blackouts from severe electromagnetic
pulse and geomagnetic disturbances.

For all of these reasons, Mr. Speaker,
we are here this night to pass the Crit-
ical Infrastructure Protection Act,
which, if signed into law, will represent
the first time in history that Congress
will be specifically addressing this dan-
gerous threat of electromagnetic pulse.
This legislation will enhance the DHS
threat assessments for EMP through
research and reporting requirements. It
will also help the United States pre-
vent and prepare for such an event by
including large-scale blackouts into ex-
isting national planning scenarios, in-
cluding educational awareness for the
first responders, all to protect the crit-
ical infrastructure. Most importantly,
Mr. Speaker, it will require specific
plans for protecting and recovering the
electric grid and other critical infra-
structure from a dangerous electro-
magnetic pulse event.

Mr. Speaker, there is a moment in
the life of nearly every problem when
it is big enough to be seen by reason-
able people and still small enough to be
addressed. Those of us in this Chamber,
and across America, live in a time
where there still may be opportunity
for the free world to address and miti-
gate the vulnerability that naturally
occurring or weaponized EMP rep-
resents to the mechanisms of our civ-
ilization. This is our moment.

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, while the threat of an
EMP or GMD event is real, I believe we
need to use fully informed risk-based,
scientific, and, frankly, commonsense
plans and exercises to give us a clearer
picture of how to prevent and respond
in the event of an EMP or GMD inci-
dent.

This bill will give Congress a more
complete understanding of prepared-
ness, response, and recovery activities
related to any type of EMP or geo-
magnetic disturbance incident, and
could provide a thoughtful background
that can assist the Nation’s response
and resiliency if high-impact, grid-re-
lated events do occur.
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With that, I urge Members to support
H.R. 3410, the Critical Infrastructure
Protection Act, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, I will in-
clude in the RECORD a letter exchange
between the Committee on Homeland
Security and the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology.

Mr. Speaker, I want to conclude my
remarks by once again thanking the
gentlewoman from New York for all of
her bipartisan work on the important
matters before this committee, and I
urge all Members to join me in sup-
porting this bipartisan bill.

I yield back the balance of my time.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND
TECHNOLOGY,

Washington, DC, December 1, 2014.
Hon. MICHAEL MCCAUL,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security,

Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN McCCAUL: I am writing to
you concerning the jurisdictional interest of
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology in H.R. 3410, the ‘‘Critical Infrastruc-
ture Protection Act’’. The bill contains pro-
visions that fall within the jurisdiction of
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology.

I recognize and appreciate the desire to
bring this legislation before the House of
Representatives in an expeditious manner,
and accordingly, I will waive further consid-
eration of this bill in Committee, notwith-
standing any provisions that fall within the
jurisdiction of the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology. This waiver, of
course, is conditional on our mutual under-
standing that agreeing to waive consider-
ation of this bill should not be construed as
waiving, reducing, or affecting the jurisdic-
tion of the Committee on Science, Space,
and Technology.

This waiver is also given with the under-
standing that the Committee on Science,
Space, and Technology expressly reserves its
authority to seek conferees on any provision
within its jurisdiction during any House-
Senate conference that may be convened on
this, or any similar legislation. I ask for
your commitment to support any request by
the Committee for conferees on H.R. 3410 as
well as any similar or related legislation.

I ask that a copy of this letter and your re-
sponse be placed in the Congressional Record
during consideration of this bill on the
House floor.

Sincerely,
LAMAR SMITH,
Chairman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY,
Washington, DC, December 1, 2014.
Hon. LAMAR SMITH,
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and

Technology, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: Thank you for your
letter regarding H.R. 3410, the ‘‘Critical In-
frastructure Protection Act.” I acknowledge
that by forgoing a sequential referral on this
legislation, your Committee is not dimin-
ishing or altering its jurisdiction.

I also concur with you that forgoing action
on this bill does not in any way prejudice the
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology with respect to its jurisdictional pre-
rogatives on this bill or similar legislation
in the future, and I would support your effort
to seek appointment of an appropriate num-
ber of conferees to any House-Senate con-
ference involving this legislation.
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Finally, I will include your letter and this
response in the Congressional Record during
consideration of this bill on the House floor.
I appreciate your cooperation regarding this
legislation, and I look forward to working
with the Committee on Science, Space, and
Technology and the bill moves through the
legislative process.

Sincerely,
MICHAEL T. MCCAUL,
Chairman.

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of the Critical Infrastructure Protection
Act. Over the past 10 years, the United States
has seen an unprecedented expansion of
electronic communication and commerce that
boosts our economy and facilitates entrepre-
neurship. However, this technology is also
susceptible to new types of potential threats,
such as Electromagnetic Pulse (EMP), that
could dramatically disrupt electronic activity or
severely damage our electrical grids.

Due to the potential of an EMP threat, |
joined Congressman TRENT FRANKS in intro-
ducing H.R. 3410—the Critical Infrastructure
Protection Act. This legislation directs the De-
partment of Homeland Security to enhance
our nation’s threat assessments of EMPs and
to plan how to best protect and recover after
an EMP occurs. The Critical Infrastructure
Protection Act is the first step towards getting
the U.S. closer to protecting ourselves from a
potentially catastrophic nationwide blackout. It
is my hope that this legislation will promote a
national dialogue about the threat of EMPs
and ensure that we are adequately prepared
to protect our nation’s critical infrastructure.

| want to thank Chairman McCaAuL for his
important work on this legislation, as well as
my dear friend, Congressman TRENT FRANKS
for his leadership. Additionally, | want to thank
Frank Gaffney, the Founder and President of
the Center for Security Policy, for his policy
expertise and much needed efforts to educate
and spread awareness regarding the potential
threats posed by an Electromagnetic Pulse. |
strongly support the passage of this important
legislation.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
MEEHAN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3410, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
O 1730

NATIONAL LABORATORIES MEAN
NATIONAL SECURITY ACT

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 3438) to amend the
Homeland Security Act of 2002 to au-
thorize use of grants under the Urban
Area Security Initiative and the State
Homeland Security Grant Program to
work in conjunction with a Depart-
ment of Energy national laboratory.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3438

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘National
Laboratories Mean National Security Act’.
SEC. 2. USE OF HOMELAND SECURITY GRANT

FUNDS IN CONJUNCTION WITH DE-
PARTMENT OF ENERGY NATIONAL
LABORATORIES.

Section 2008(a) of the Homeland Security
Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 609(a)) is amended in the
matter preceding paragraph (1) by inserting
“including by working in conjunction with a
National Laboratory (as defined in section
2(3) of the Emnergy Policy Act of 2005 (42
U.S.C. 15801(3)),” after ‘‘plans,’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from
Indiana (Mrs. BROOKS) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr.
SWALWELL) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Indiana.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include any extraneous ma-
terial on the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Indiana?

There was no objection.

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Mr. Speaker, this bill simply clarifies
that State and local governments and
emergency management officials may
use existing FEMA State Homeland Se-
curity Grant Program and Urban Area
Security Initiative funds, known as
UASI, to work with a national lab or
research facility.

H.R. 3438 amends the Homeland Secu-
rity Act of 2002 by inserting a clarifica-
tion into the ‘‘allowable use’ section of
the Homeland Security Grant Program
Title. Providing this clarification will
allow these State and local first re-
sponders to leverage the expertise at
national labs, should they choose to do
S0.

This is a simple, good government
measure that will help maximize the
use of limited Federal grant dollars.

This bill will allow State and local
officials to cut through FEMA’s red
tape, which makes it harder for first
responders to work with Federal na-
tional labs and make the best decisions
for their homeland security needs. This
bill will eliminate hoops that State and
local grant recipients have had to go
through in order to gain access to this
expertise.

H.R. 3438 is a commonsense, bipar-
tisan bill. It is similar to a bill spon-
sored by former Congressman Dan Lun-
gren in the 112th Congress, which
passed the House by voice vote.

I want to thank my colleague from
California (Mr. SWALWELL) for con-
tinuing to work on this issue, and I
urge passage of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield myself as much time
as I may consume.
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I rise in strong support of H.R. 3438,
the National Laboratories Mean Na-
tional Security Act, legislation that I
have introduced that would expand the
way in which national laboratories can
help protect our homeland.

I want to thank the chairman of the
Homeland Security Committee, Mr.
McCAUL, and the ranking member, Mr.
THOMPSON, for allowing this bipartisan
bill to move to the floor.

I also want to thank my colleague on
the committee, a fellow freshman, Mrs.
BROOKS, for working with me on this
bill. Mrs. BROOKS, I understand, is leav-
ing the committee and will be going to
the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. We are going to miss her.

I have enjoyed working with you also
as a fellow prosecutor and as someone
who has been an active participant in
the United Solutions Caucus, trying to
find ways that freshmen, Republican
and Democrat, can work together.

We are fortunate in this country to
have a system of Department of Energy
national laboratories, at which some of
the brightest scientists in our country
can work on some of the most complex
issues of our time.

They are keeping our national nu-
clear defense secure, advancing clean
energy sources, and changing ways to
protect us from the threat of chemical,
biological, radiological, or nuclear ter-
rorist attacks. Now it is time to make
sure that we maximize the way that
our national laboratories and the gift-
ed minds who work there can protect
and secure the homeland.

I am honored to represent two of
these national laboratories, Lawrence
Livermore and Sandia National Lab-
oratories, and I look forward to rep-
resenting them again in the 114th Con-
gress.

I want to take this opportunity to
thank the thousands of employees at
Lawrence Livermore National Labora-
tory, Sandia National Laboratories,
and our laboratories across the country
for their commitment to country and
their faithfulness to science and ad-
vancing human progress.

Lawrence Livermore, Sandia, and the
remaining DOE labs are truly unique
institutions. One part of their unique-
ness is their operating structure. This
structure has caused an issue, and that
is what this bill is designed to fix. It is
to maximize and utilize the national
laboratories in every way possible to
keep us safe and secure at home.

Now, to maximize efficiency and agil-
ity at our national laboratories, almost
all the laboratories are what is called
government-owned, contractor-oper-
ated—GOCO. While the Federal govern-
ment owns the labs, they are operated
by private sector organizations. Only
one is government-owned and govern-
ment-operated.

Here is the issue. The Department of
Homeland Security issues millions of
dollars in grants every year to State
and local agencies.

Some State and local homeland secu-
rity grant recipients have expressed
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uncertainty about whether or not they
can work with Department of Energy
national laboratories on homeland se-
curity issues with these grant funding
sources.

As Members know, FEMA offers
grant programs, like the Urban Area
Security Initiative, to help States,
local governments, and other public
servant entities to prevent and respond
to terrorist attacks.

In fact, in my district, the Alameda
County Sheriff’s Office, led by Sheriff
Greg Ahern, uses this grant, the UASI
grant, to support Urban Shield, which
is a comprehensive, region-wide pre-
paredness exercise that prepares first
responders in the case of a natural or
manmade disaster.

The confusion for some recipients
may have been caused by the fact that
they believe that they cannot use gov-
ernment-owned, contractor-operated
laboratories with Federal funds. FEMA
may have been under a similar impres-
sion or been unclear to recipients on
this point as well.

These concerns are misplaced. There
is no prohibition against using these
funds. My bill will make sure, once and
for all, that we use and we fully maxi-
mize our national Ilaboratories and
make sure that every recipient knows
these dollars can be used there.

My bill would clarify the issue by ex-
plicitly including in law DOE national
labs as entities with which FEMA
homeland security grant recipients
could work.

Providing this clarification would
allow our DOE national labs to fully
use their knowledge and experience to
improve our homeland security. For
example, at Sandia National Labora-
tories, they are providing modeling and
simulations to help jurisdictions de-
velop threat hazard identification risk
assessments.

Lawrence Livermore houses the Na-
tional Atmospheric Release Advisory
Center, which provides tools that help
us predict and map how chemical, bio-

logical, radiological, and nuclear
threats might spread in the atmos-
phere.

H.R. 3438 is an important clarifica-
tion in the law which will allow our
scientists at Sandia, Lawrence Liver-
more, and across the country to more
fully contribute to homeland security.

As Mrs. BROOKS pointed out, it is also
a bipartisan idea, and it is a measure
that was sponsored by former Repub-
lican Congressman and former pros-
ecutor Dan Liungren, so I think it is fit-
ting that it takes two prosecutors to
bring it back to the floor here today to
fix this. It passed in the last Congress
by a voice vote.

Some of the best and brightest minds
in the world are toiling away right now
at our national laboratories. Today,
let’s make sure that nothing stands in
the way of maximizing these public
servants’ ability to keep our country
safe.

I urge all Members to support H.R.
3438.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, this is a bipartisan bill, and I too
want to thank my colleague from Cali-
fornia for picking up the torch that
Congressman Lungren started that will
permit this very important security co-
ordination between our first respond-
ers, who work day in and day out on
our behalf, and the national labs.

As the Congressman from California
has so eloquently stated, they have
such incredible scientific expertise
that needs to be shared with our first
responders, and there is much good
that can come from the passage of this
bill.

While FEMA is very careful in the
manner in which it administers its
grant dollars, we believe that this is
one of those commonsense pieces of
legislation that will make it much
more efficient to allow those first re-
sponders to gain the incredible knowl-
edge from our national labs, and so I
urge its passage.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Indiana (Mrs.
BROOKS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3438.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 39 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
O 1830
AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore (Mr. LANKFORD) at 6 o’clock
and 30 minutes p.m.

——

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

H.R. 5629, by the yeas and nays;

H.R. 3438, by the yeas and nays.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. The second
electronic vote will be conducted as a
5-minute vote.

STRENGTHENING DOMESTIC
NUCLEAR SECURITY ACT OF 2014

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 5629) to amend the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to strengthen the
Domestic Nuclear Detection Office, and
for other purposes, as amended, on
which the yeas and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr.
MEEHAN) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, as amended.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 374, nays 11,
not voting 49, as follows:

[Roll No. 532]

YEAS—374
Adams Crowley Hastings (FL)
Amodei Cuellar Hastings (WA)
Bachus Culberson Heck (NV)
Barber Cummings Heck (WA)
Barletta Daines Hensarling
Barr Dayvis (CA) Herrera Beutler
Barrow (GA) Davis, Rodney Higgins
Barton DeFazio Himes
Beatty DeGette Hinojosa
Becerra Delaney Holding
Benishek DeLauro Honda
Bentivolio DelBene Hoyer
Bera (CA) Denham Hudson
Bilirakis Dent Huelskamp
Bishop (GA) DeSantis Huffman
Black DesJarlais Huizenga (MI)
Blackburn Deutch Hunter
Blumenauer Diaz-Balart Hurt
Bonamici Dingell Israel
Boustany Doggett Issa
Brady (PA) Doyle Jackson Lee
Brady (TX) Duffy Jeffries
Braley (IA) Duncan (SC) Jenkins
Brat Duncan (TN) Johnson (GA)
Bridenstine Edwards Johnson (OH)
Brooks (AL) Ellison Johnson, E. B.
Brooks (IN) Ellmers Johnson, Sam
Brownley (CA) Engel Jolly
Buchanan Enyart Jordan
Bucshon Eshoo Kaptur
Burgess Esty Keating
Bustos Farenthold Kelly (IL)
Butterfield Farr Kelly (PA)
Byrne Fattah Kennedy
Calvert Fincher Kildee
Camp Fitzpatrick Kilmer
Capito Fleischmann Kind
Capps Flores King (IA)
Capuano Forbes King (NY)
Cardenas Fortenberry Kirkpatrick
Carney Foster Kline
Carson (IN) Frankel (FL) Kuster
Carter Franks (AZ) Lamborn
Cartwright Frelinghuysen Lance
Castor (FL) Fudge Langevin
Castro (TX) Gabbard Lankford
Chabot Gallego Larsen (WA)
Chaffetz Garamendi Larson (CT)
Cicilline Garcia Latham
Clark (MA) Gardner Latta
Clarke (NY) Garrett Levin
Clawson (FL) Gibbs Lewis
Cleaver Gibson LoBiondo
Clyburn Gingrey (GA) Loebsack
Coble Goodlatte Lofgren
Coffman Gosar Long
Cohen Gowdy Lowenthal
Cole Granger Lowey
Collins (GA) Graves (GA) Lucas
Collins (NY) Grayson Luetkemeyer
Conaway Green, Al Lujan Grisham
Connolly Green, Gene (NM)
Conyers Griffin (AR) Lujan, Ben Ray
Cook Griffith (VA) (NM)
Cooper Grimm Lummis
Costa Guthrie Lynch
Cotton Hanabusa Maffei
Courtney Hanna Maloney,
Cramer Harper Carolyn
Crawford Harris Maloney, Sean
Crenshaw Hartzler Marchant
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Marino
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
McClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris

Rodgers
McNerney
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, George
Moore
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
O’Rourke
Olson
Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perry
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pittenger
Pitts

Amash
Fleming
Foxx
Gohmert

Aderholt
Bachmann
Bass

Bishop (NY)
Bishop (UT)
Broun (GA)
Brown (FL)
Campbell
Cassidy

Chu

Clay

Davis, Danny
Duckworth
Gerlach
Graves (MO)
Grijalva
Gutiérrez
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Pocan
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Rangel
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothfus
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson

NAYS—I11

Jones
Labrador
Massie
Stockman

Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stewart
Stivers
Stutzman
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoder
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

Weber (TX)
Westmoreland
Yoho

NOT VOTING—49

Hahn

Hall

Holt

Horsford
Hultgren
Joyce
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
LaMalfa

Lee (CA)
Lipinski
McAllister
McCarthy (NY)
McIntyre
McKeon
Miller, Gary
Moran
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Negrete McLeod
Owens

Pastor (AZ)
Perlmutter
Richmond
Rohrabacher
Roskam

Rush

Sanchez, Loretta
Schock
Schrader
Tierney

Titus

Wagner
Waxman

Messrs. YOHO, STOCKMAN, FLEM-
ING, and WEBER of Texas changed
their vote from ‘“‘yea’ to ‘‘nay.”

Mr.

from ‘“‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.”
So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the
bill, as amended, was passed.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

MULVANEY changed his vote
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NATIONAL LABORATORIES MEAN
NATIONAL SECURITY ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the
bill (H.R. 3438) to amend the Homeland
Security Act of 2002 to authorize use of
grants under the Urban Area Security
Initiative and the State Homeland Se-
curity Grant Program to work in con-
junction with a Department of Energy
national laboratory, on which the yeas
and nays were ordered.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Indiana (Mrs.
BrOOKS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill.

This is a 5-minute vote.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 386, nays 0,
not voting 48, as follows:

[Roll No. 533]

YEAS—386
Adams Cooper Gowdy
Amash Costa Granger
Amodei Cotton Graves (GA)
Bachus Courtney Grayson
Barber Cramer Green, Al
Barletta Crawford Green, Gene
Barr Crenshaw Griffin (AR)
Barrow (GA) Crowley Griffith (VA)
Barton Cuellar Grimm
Beatty Culberson Guthrie
Becerra Cummings Hanabusa
Benishek Daines Hanna
Bentivolio Davis (CA) Harper
Bera (CA) Dayvis, Rodney Harris
Bilirakis DeFazio Hartzler
Bishop (GA) DeGette Hastings (FL)
Bishop (UT) Delaney Hastings (WA)
Black DeLauro Heck (NV)
Blackburn DelBene Heck (WA)
Blumenauer Denham Hensarling
Bonamici Dent Herrera Beutler
Boustany DeSantis Higgins
Brady (PA) DesJarlais Himes
Brady (TX) Deutch Hinojosa
Braley (IA) Diaz-Balart Holding
Brat Dingell Honda
Bridenstine Doggett Hoyer
Brooks (AL) Doyle Hudson
Brooks (IN) Duffy Huelskamp
Brownley (CA) Duncan (SC) Huffman
Buchanan Duncan (TN) Huizenga (MI)
Bucshon Edwards Hunter
Burgess Ellison Hurt
Bustos Ellmers Israel
Butterfield Engel Issa
Byrne Enyart Jackson Lee
Calvert Eshoo Jeffries
Camp Esty Jenkins
Capito Farenthold Johnson (GA)
Capps Farr Johnson (OH)
Capuano Fattah Johnson, E. B.
Cardenas Fincher Johnson, Sam
Carney Fitzpatrick Jolly
Carson (IN) Fleischmann Jones
Carter Fleming Jordan
Cartwright Flores Joyce
Castor (FL) Forbes Kaptur
Castro (TX) Fortenberry Keating
Chabot Foster Kelly (IL)
Chaffetz Foxx Kelly (PA)
Cicilline Frankel (FL) Kennedy
Clark (MA) Franks (AZ) Kildee
Clarke (NY) Frelinghuysen Kilmer
Clawson (FL) Fudge Kind
Cleaver Gabbard King (IA)
Clyburn Gallego King (NY)
Coble Garamendi Kirkpatrick
Coffman Garcia Kline
Cohen Gardner Kuster
Cole Garrett Labrador
Collins (GA) Gibbs Lamborn
Collins (NY) Gibson Lance
Conaway Gingrey (GA) Langevin
Connolly Gohmert Lankford
Conyers Goodlatte Larsen (WA)
Cook Gosar Larson (CT)

Latham
Latta
Levin
Lewis
LoBiondo
Loebsack
Lofgren
Long
Lowenthal
Lowey
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Lujan Grisham
(NM)
Lujan, Ben Ray
(NM)
Lummis
Lynch
Maffei
Maloney,
Carolyn
Maloney, Sean
Marchant
Marino
Massie
Matheson
Matsui
McCarthy (CA)
McCaul
MecClintock
McCollum
McDermott
McGovern
McHenry
McKinley
McMorris
Rodgers
McNerney
Meadows
Meehan
Meeks
Meng
Messer
Mica
Michaud
Miller (FL)
Miller (MI)
Miller, George
Moore
Mullin
Mulvaney
Murphy (FL)
Murphy (PA)
Nadler
Napolitano
Neal
Neugebauer
Noem
Nolan
Norcross
Nugent
Nunes
Nunnelee
O’Rourke
Olson

Aderholt
Bachmann
Bass

Bishop (NY)
Broun (GA)
Brown (FL)
Campbell
Cassidy

Chu

Clay

Davis, Danny
Duckworth
Gerlach
Graves (MO)
Grijalva
Gutiérrez

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the

Palazzo
Pallone
Pascrell
Paulsen
Payne
Pearce
Pelosi
Perry
Peters (CA)
Peters (MI)
Peterson
Petri
Pingree (ME)
Pittenger
Pitts
Pocan
Poe (TX)
Polis
Pompeo
Posey
Price (GA)
Price (NC)
Quigley
Rahall
Reed
Reichert
Renacci
Ribble
Rice (SC)
Rigell
Roby
Roe (TN)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rogers (MI)
Rokita
Rooney
Ros-Lehtinen
Ross
Rothfus
Roybal-Allard
Royce
Ruiz
Runyan
Ruppersberger
Ryan (OH)
Ryan (WI)
Salmon
Sanchez, Linda
T.
Sanford
Sarbanes
Scalise
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schwartz
Schweikert
Scott (VA)
Scott, Austin
Scott, David
Sensenbrenner
Serrano
Sessions
Sewell (AL)
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Shea-Porter
Sherman
Shimkus
Shuster
Simpson
Sinema
Sires
Slaughter
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smith (TX)
Smith (WA)
Southerland
Speier
Stewart
Stivers
Stockman
Stutzman
Swalwell (CA)
Takano
Terry
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Thompson (PA)
Thornberry
Tiberi
Tipton
Tonko
Tsongas
Turner
Upton
Valadao
Van Hollen
Vargas
Veasey
Vela
Velazquez
Visclosky
Walberg
Walden
Walorski
Walz
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Welch
Wenstrup
Westmoreland
Whitfield
Williams
Wilson (FL)
Wilson (SC)
Wittman
Wolf
Womack
Woodall
Yarmuth
Yoder
Yoho
Young (AK)
Young (IN)

NOT VOTING—48

Hahn

Hall

Holt

Horsford
Hultgren
Kingston
Kinzinger (IL)
LaMalfa

Lee (CA)
Lipinski
McAllister
McCarthy (NY)
McIntyre
McKeon
Miller, Gary
Moran
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bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced

as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.

Negrete McLeod
Owens

Pastor (AZ)
Perlmutter
Rangel
Richmond
Rohrabacher
Roskam

Rush

Sanchez, Loretta

Schock
Schrader
Tierney
Titus
Wagner
Waxman
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NO FUNDING FOR UNESCO

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker,
there is once again an effort being un-
dertaken by some in Congress to re-
store at least partial funding for
UNESCO, despite being prohibited by
U.S. law to do so.

In October of 2011, UNESCO chose to
welcome a nonexistent State of Pal-
estine to its membership. It did so,
knowing that this would trigger U.S.
laws that prohibit us from funding any
entity at the U.N. that grants member-
ship to the PLO; yet, since that law
was triggered and funding was cut, the
administration and some of its con-
gressional lackeys have been attempt-
ing to circumvent and undermine this
decades-old law.

As we continue to work to put to-
gether funding measures to take us
past the pending fiscal deadline, I will
oppose and fight all efforts to insert
language into bills that would restore
even a portion of funding to UNESCO
or give the President authority to
waive this provision of the law.

RECOGNIZING TIM SBRANTI

(Mr. SWALWELL of California asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise
and extend his remarks.)

Mr. SWALWELL of California. Mr.
Speaker, today, I rise to recognize Tim
Sbranti as he completes his term to-
morrow as mayor of our hometown,
Dublin, California.

I have worked with Tim in many
roles. He has been my high school
teacher, coach, friend, and mentor. I
have learned a lot from him over the
years, but I felt most honored when I
worked with him as his colleague on
the Dublin City Council.

Tim served as mayor from 2008 to
2014. He presided over Dublin during
some of our city’s most trying and
troubling economic times, but even
during tough times, Tim’s steady lead-
ership led Dublin not just to a balanced
budget, but a surplus, and enabled the
city to open new parks and provide af-
fordable housing to its residents.

Tim did all of this while working col-
laboratively with his colleagues. He al-
ways shared the successes and put Dub-
lin first in every decision. Due in large
part to Tim, Dublin was recognized as
an All-America City by the National
Civic League in 2011.

Thank you, Tim, for your years of
leadership in Dublin. Our All-America
City was lucky to have an all-Amer-
ican mayor.

———

SHALE GAS PRODUCTION

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)
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Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Mr. Speaker, last week, the United
States Energy Information Adminis-
tration published its Today in Energy
report, which illustrated that shale gas
provided the largest share of U.S. nat-
ural gas production in 2013.

According to the report, gross with-
drawals from shale gas increased to 33
billion cubic feet in 2013, representing
40 percent of total natural gas produc-
tion and surpassing production from
nonshale gas wells.

According to EIA, production in
Pennsylvania, Texas, Louisiana, and
Arkansas accounted for 79 percent of
the total shale gas extraction nation-
wide, and Pennsylvania has become the
second largest shale gas-producing
State.

I should note that, in 2007, shale gas
made up just 8 percent of the total nat-
ural gas produced in the United States,
with Texas alone counting for 63 per-
cent of the total production nationally.
Continuing a trend, production gains
have enabled a decline in natural gas
imports for the sixth straight year,
reaching the lowest level since 1995.

Mr. Speaker, due to the innovation of
private industry, our domestic energy
resources are now easier to attain at a
much lower cost, which is benefiting
the American consumer and our Na-
tion’s economic competitiveness.

——

RECOGNITION OF WORLD AIDS
DAY 2014

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker,
today is World AIDS Day, and I am
very pleased to come from a city where
so many celebrated and commemorated
the progress and challenges involved.

I want to thank the Thomas Street
clinic. I have visited there and seen the
treatment that is given. As well, 1
thank the AIDS Foundation, which has
always been on the front lines pro-
viding information and resources. I
also want to thank the Montrose Clin-
ic.
World AIDS Day, started in 1988, is
an enormously important day. I re-
member being here as a civilian in the
United States Senate when the Ryan
White Act was introduced by Senator
Kennedy and the distinguished Senator
from Utah.

So we are here today to say we have
not done all that we need to do.
PEPFAR has cared for millions around
the world through the work that we
have done here in the United States
Congress. Deaths have declined, but
yet HIV/AIDS and transmission from
mothers to infants still exists. It is im-
portant to continue the work. We
should not ignore the success or chal-
lenges.

I am very glad to work with organi-
zations in my district, and I hope that
funding in the omnibus or the appro-
priations process is not diminished in
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fighting to eliminate HIV/AIDS in our
lifetime. I thank all of those who have
sacrificed and lost their lives.

Mr. Speaker, World AIDS Day affords us an
opportunity to reflect on our progress in fight
against the global AIDS pandemic and to re-
dedicate ourselves to ending the disease once
and for all.

We have come a long way since the first
World AIDS Day in 1988 by dramatically ex-
panding investments in HIV/AIDS prevention,
care, treatment, and research.

Strong advocacy has paved the way for the
Ryan White Act, the Housing Opportunities for
People with AIDS Initiative, growing invest-
ments in NIH research, and an end to the ban
on federal funds for syringe exchange.

Beyond our borders, our efforts have ex-
tended care to millions in the developing

world, through increased resources for
PEPFAR and the Global Fund.
Our investments have saved lives—pre-

venting millions of new HIV cases, expanding
access to improved treatments, and enabling
medical advances that help HIV/AIDS patients
live longer and healthier.

Here and across the globe, AIDS deaths are
on the decline, and studies are pointing the
way to new approaches to limit the spread of
the disease, with treatment as prevention.

While our efforts have grown, we still only
reach half of all people eligible for HIV treat-
ment; and more must be done.

Working together, we must continue to
strengthen—not weaken—our national and
international efforts to combat AIDS and other
infectious diseases.

We must work to achieve the Obama Ad-
ministration’s goal of an AIDS-free generation.

We must honor the memory of those we
have lost and act on our hope, optimism, and
determination to end the HIV/AIDS pandemic.

We must continue to work with programs
and clinics, like the Harris County Hospital
District (HCHD), who are treating and caring
for patients with HIV/AIDS.

In 1989, HCHD opened Thomas Street
Health Center, the first free-standing facility
dedicated to outpatient HIV/AIDS care in the
nation. The center has become the corner-
stone of all HIV/AIDS care available to Harris
County residents.

The Thomas Street Health Center has dedi-
cated their services to about 25 percent of
Harris County’s HIV/AIDS.

Annually, the health center, along with
HCHD, serves 4,463 unique patients for about
37,000 patients’ visits.

We will continue to fight a tough fight
against HIV and AIDS. We will continue to
strengthen and support centers like Thomas
Street Health Center who work diligently with
HIV/AIDS patients.

Our focus on HIV/AIDS prevention and
awareness will be to ensure all of our friends,
relatives and children live healthy and full
lives.

———

HONORING DR. MAY BERENBAUM

(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr.
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate
Dr. May Berenbaum for being named a
recipient of the National Medal of
Science.
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Dr. Berenbaum is a world-class ento-
mologist at the University of Illinois,
whose exceptional contributions to in-
sect research have earned her this top
award which she received at the White
House last month.

A leading voice on the issue of polli-
nator health, Dr. Berenbaum has been
critical to policymakers and to peers
alike. After all, we have pollinators to
thank for one out of every three bites
of food that we have, and we have Dr.
May Berenbaum to thank for being a
leading researcher and enthusiastic
voice in helping us sustain the polli-
nator population.

As a supporter of the National
Science Foundation research and agri-
cultural research, I come to the floor
today, Mr. Speaker, to again congratu-
late Dr. May Berenbaum. Our area is
very proud of you for receiving this
honor.

—
0 1915

WORLD WAR II VETERAN JIM CAR-
ROLL RECEIVES KNIGHT OF THE
LEGION OF HONOR MEDAL

(Mr. PAULSEN asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PAULSEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor Bloomington, Min-
nesota, resident Jim Carroll, who was
awarded the Knight of the Legion of
Honor Medal by the government of
France. That is the highest honor
given by the government of France to a
foreign national.

Jim was honored for his actions as a
U.S. Army paratrooper during World
War II. His first combat jump with the
101st Airborne Division was at Nor-
mandy Beach, where he helped secure a
critical bridge. Jim then went on to
fight in Operation Market Garden and
the Battle of the Bulge.

Jim Carroll’s willingness to put his
life in danger in service to our country
and our allies is absolutely worthy of
our respect and deserving of the special
recognition.

After leaving the military, Jim mar-
ried his wife, Effie, and moved to
Bloomington, Minnesota, where he has
lived now for 70 years.

Mr. Speaker, we are all thankful for
Jim’s service and congratulate him on
receiving the French Knight of the Le-
gion of Honor Medal.

——

AMERICAN-MADE MEANS
AMERICAN JOBS

(Mr. FITZPATRICK asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, my
constituents in Pennsylvania know
that American-made means American
jobs. Whether it is the medical device
manufacturer that employs hundreds
or the family small shop down the
road, the jobs and products created by
American businesses in our commu-
nities are what drives our economy.
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December is Made in America Month
and the perfect time for leaders in both
parties to come together around com-
monsense policies that put American
businesses and the American worker
first.

The bipartisan Made in America Act
is just that kind of policy. This legisla-
tion would connect American con-
sumers to American manufacturers by
creating a definitive, standardized la-
beling for American-made goods.

By incentivizing businesses and man-
ufacturers to meet certain ‘“Made in
America” benchmarks for domestic
production and providing consumers
with reliable and easy-to-understand
information, the Made in America Act
can meet two very valuable goals: in-
creasing American purchases of Amer-
ican goods and reshoring American
businesses and American jobs.

Making it in America is crucial to
ensuring better jobs and more opportu-
nities for our families across the Na-
tion so, during this Made in America
Month, let’s work together and let’s
get it done.

———

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from New
York (Mr. JEFFRIES) is recognized for
60 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous that all Members be given 5
days to revise and extend their re-
marks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, ‘“‘hands
up, don’t shoot” is a rallying cry of
people all across America who are fed
up with police violence in community
after community after community, fed
up with police violence in Ferguson, in
Brooklyn, in Cleveland, in Oakland, in
cities and counties and rural commu-
nities all across America.

So tonight the CBC will stand on the
floor of the House of Representatives
and, for the next 60 minutes, speak on
the topic, ‘“‘Black in America: What
Does Ferguson Say About Where We
Are and Where We Need to Go?”’

People are fed up all across America
because of the injustice involved in
continuing to see young, unarmed, Af-
rican American men Kkilled as a result
of a gunshot fired by a law enforcement
officer.

People in America are fed up with a
broken criminal justice system that
continues to fail to deliver account-
ability when law enforcement officers
engage in the excessive use of police
force.

People are fed up with prosecutors
who don’t take seriously their obliga-
tion to deliver justice on behalf of the
victims of police violence, and instead,
as we recently saw down in Ferguson,
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Missouri, choose to act as the defense
attorney for the law enforcement offi-
cer who pulled the trigger and killed
Michael Brown.

People are fed up.

Now, this is a problem that Congress
can’t run away from, and the CBC
stands here today to make sure that
Congress runs toward the problem,
that we come up with constructive so-
lutions to breaking this cycle, this epi-
demic, this scourge of police violence
all across America.

So I am pleased today that we have
been joined by several of our distin-
guished colleagues, including the chair
of the Congressional Black Caucus,
who, for the last 2 years, has led the
charge on behalf of the CBC in dealing
with issues of social and racial and eco-
nomic justice. I am proud to serve
under her. I am proud that she is on
the floor today. We are thankful for
her service.

Mr. Speaker, let me now yield to the
distinguished gentlewoman from Cleve-
land, Congresswoman MARCIA FUDGE.

Ms. FUDGE. Thank you very, very
much. And I thank you, Congressman
JEFFRIES, for leading the Congressional
Black Caucus Special Order hour for
the 113th Congress.

For your weekly advice, for your
weekly message, I thank you. We owe
you a debt of gratitude. It was a pleas-
ure to have worked with you for these
last 2 years.

Mr. Speaker, we are running out of
patience. Last week, the Nation waited
and hoped that justice would finally be
served in the case of Michael Brown.
We waited to hear our country say loud
and clear: There are consequences for
taking the lives of others.

We waited to hear some reassurance
that Black and brown boys’ lives do
matter. But, again, we were terribly
disappointed and discouraged.

The Ferguson grand jury’s decision
not to indict former Officer Darren
Wilson was yet another slap in our
face. It was a painful reminder that,
just like with Trayvon Martin and
Tamir Rice, and so many others, law
enforcement officers kill our Black and
brown men and boys without repercus-
sions.

While some may see the grand jury’s
decision as the system working as it
should, others witnessed what we be-
lieve was a blatant miscarriage of jus-
tice.

Where is the closure for Michael
Brown’s parents?

Where is the understanding for the
outrage and desperation of the Black
community?

The fact that our country, the great-
est country in the world, remains
mired in race relations issues in the
year 2014 is an embarrassment. We
really should consider taking a long
look in the mirror before we go to
other countries lecturing to them
about the need for democracy and tol-
erance when, here at home, we are un-
able to fully address our own issues.

If we are to learn anything from the
tragic death of Michael Brown, we
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must first acknowledge that we have a
race issue that we are not addressing.
We must have open, honest, trans-
parent conversations about prejudice,
racism, and racial threat. We must also
lead conversations with law enforce-
ment about transparency, account-
ability, and community policing.

I want to thank the President today
for, once again, putting a focus on the
need for community policing in our
country.

Mr. Speaker, all lives have value. As
Members of Congress, it is our respon-
sibility to clearly communicate this
message to our voters, our constitu-
ents, and our neighbors.

Mr. Speaker, enough is enough.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the chair for her eloquent remarks.

People have asked all over the coun-
try, in some quarters, perhaps in the
Congress, and in the city, why are peo-
ple upset?

Well, you had an unarmed individual,
Michael Brown, who had no criminal
record, just graduated from high
school, on his way to college, killed in
what appears to be the excessive use of
police force, left to lie in the hot Au-
gust sun for 4% hours.

Immediate response by the police
chief is to engage in character assas-
sination of the deceased, while refusing
to release the name of the officer who
pulled the trigger.

The Ferguson Police Department re-
sponds as if this was a military cam-
paign on foreign soil, not in an Amer-
ican city.

The prosecutor decides to get in-
volved and does a document dump;
doesn’t engage in responsible prosecu-
torial behavior; fails to ask for a spe-
cific charge; allows the officer to tes-
tify, unabated; doesn’t point out incon-
sistencies between his initial telling of
the events of that fateful day and what
he said before the grand jury; and then
announces all of this late at night, and
behaves as if he was the defense attor-
ney for Darren Wilson.

Why are people upset?

Those are just a few of the reasons.

Mr. Speaker, it is my honor to yield
to the distinguished delegate from the
District of Columbia, Representative
ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON.

Ms. NORTON. I want to thank my
good friend from New York for his lead-
ership this evening—it is the kind of
leadership he has provided ever since
he has come to the Congress—and for
the critique he has just offered.

But I come to the floor this after-
noon to try to convert that critique
into an understanding of the big pic-
ture. Demonstrations have been going
on, even though we are days away from
the day when the indictment did not
come down.

In a country where you haven’t seen
demonstrations all across the United
States for some time, why have dem-
onstrations by young people broken
out all across America?

There is a message here that comes
from the demonstrations and from the
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words of the parents of Michael Brown.
His father pleaded that Michael Brown
not have died in vain. The people in the
streets are there to see that Michael
Brown did not die in vain; that prob-
able cause, once again, becomes color
blind, to see that, when a young Black
man goes into the street, he is not con-
sistently and constantly profiled be-
cause of the color of his skin.

These demonstrations show that
issues of detention and stopping of
Black men, especially Black men in
the streets, has been simmering below
the surface until this tragedy became a
way for it to find an outlet.

The provocative stops in the street—
Eric Holder, a former U.S. Attorney,
now the Attorney General of the
United States, has been stopped in the
streets of the Nation’s Capitol. And I
say to my good friends, this is a pro-
gressive city. I cannot imagine what it
must be like across the United States.

A young Black man in St. Louis held
up a poster, which is all about the big
picture. It said: “We Are All Mike
Brown.”

When my son goes into the streets,
he is Michael Brown. We want an
America so that when he goes into the
street, he is like everybody else until
he does something wrong and there is
probable cause to show it. That does
not occur in any city, in any small
hamlet in the United States today, and
s0, yes, this great tragedy has become
a vehicle to express that grievance.

There are things that can be done.
The President has just come forward
with a request for an appropriation for
body cameras, a small amount, 260-
some million dollars. Body cameras
work. We have found that when police
have body cameras, they protect the
police as well as protecting members of
the public.
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So as we come to grips with the fact
that there was no bill, no indictment, I
hope we will not lose our focus on the
big picture, that we are, in essence,
sending a message to police depart-
ments all over the United States.

Even though you think you are not
doing it, what we are talking about is
endemic throughout the United States.
People are laying down in peaceful pro-
test. Yes, they are blocking the streets.
I must say, when I was a youngster in
the civil rights movement, we tried not
to inconvenience people; but, look, this
is a wholly different day, and they
mean to draw the attention of the en-
tire public and, yes, of police around
the United States to just how much of
a festering sore unwarranted stops of
people of color have been.

I thank my good friend from New
York for leading this Special Order. I
thank the chair of the Congressional
Black Caucus for leading us off to-
night.

In the spirit of Michael Brown’s fa-
ther, who asked that his son not have
died in vain, let us make sure that we
support the President’s request for a
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pilot program for providing cameras,
that we send the message back home to
our police departments, and that we
work together to make probable cause
colorblind.

I thank my good friend from New
York.

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentlewoman for her observa-
tions.

Mr. Speaker, we are here as members
of the Congressional Black Caucus to
have an open, honest, and direct dia-
logue with America.

In a democracy, there has to be a bal-
ance between effective law enforce-
ment on the one hand and a healthy re-
spect for the Constitution and the civil
rights of others, particularly of African
Americans, on the other. If we are hon-
est, we have not gotten that balance
right, and as a result, we see young,
unarmed, innocent African American
men being gunned down in city after
city in America, and we are here to
say, ‘‘Enough is enough.”

I am pleased now to yield to someone
who has served this institution incred-
ibly well as a Member of Congress, who
has served the country well as a mem-
ber of the military, the lion of Lenox
Avenue, the distinguished gentleman
from the great State of New York and
the village of Harlem, Representative
CHARLIE RANGEL.

Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I have
never felt more proud of my colleague
from New York, for the great leader-
ship that he has provided, since his ar-
rival in this august body.

This is such a great country, and I
love it so much. I was raised in the
shadow of the Statue of Liberty, and
when I graduated from law school, hav-
ing been the only one in my family
having gone to college, I think my
mother said, ‘“Thank you, Jesus,” and I
said something like, ‘‘“Thanks for the
Constitution, and thanks for being
born in America.”’

Like anything else you love, if there
is an illness, if there is a problem, you
would want to know what can you do
to cure it. How can you make it all
that our country can be? How can we
say that we have a cancer that, until
we recognize that we do, then we don’t
really love the country?

How can we be able to say that White
and Black in this country are equal
and that those who work hard and live
by the rules have the same opportuni-
ties as each other, when we know that
we have this cancer that sometimes we
are able to make the country do a lot
better than it has since our people were
the only ones who were actually
brought here in chaings?

I marched from Selma to Mont-
gomery, and things that I never had
the opportunity to dream—because
equality never was on the list in my
community—but if, as a result of this,
I have lived long enough to see African
American men and women be elected
to local and State offices around this
country, to come here and join with
nine African American Members of
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Congress in 1970 and to walk tall and
know that, in that short period of
time, we have grown to over 40, 45
Members of Congress, does that mean
that we have rid ourselves of the can-
cer? I think not.

How can we do it? It is by admitting
that we do have that problem because,
whether we are talking about Ferguson
or Watts or Harlem or Bed-Stuy, until
we admit that we have this illness and
that we have this problem, then sin-
gling out the success of some of us in
this country does not heal the wounds
that have been left through the cen-
turies of racial hatred and prejudice.

We have been able to say we were
freed by the Emancipation Proclama-
tion, but the truth of the matter is our
people have been in slavery more than
we have been so-called free people, and
the fact that they said that you are no
longer a slave didn’t mean that you
were an American with all the rights
and the privileges of it.

It hasn’t been that long that I can re-
member my grandfather from
Accomac, Virginia, talking about inno-
cent people being lynched in Virginia,
and it hasn’t been that long that our
people have been granted the constitu-
tional right to—what—vote, and it
hasn’t been that long ago that they
even said that our schools should be de-
segregated or the military deseg-
regated.

Until we reach the point that African
American parents don’t have to tell
their kids to act differently just be-
cause of their color, that they have to
succumb to a type of conduct that you
teach them, on one hand, to be a man
and stand up for your rights, but if he
is in uniform, then beg and plead and
don’t say anything that might irritate
him—I think—I really believe—that
the people who unconsciously don’t
know and don’t care about the heavy
weight that Black folks have carried in
this country over the centuries that
they were brought here cannot possibly
love the country as much as they
would if they were to say it was not a
Ferguson problem, it is an American
problem.

They should be able to ask what is it
that they could do. I would humbly
suggest that the first thing you do is to
acknowledge that you have that prob-
lem.

Some people may talk about pay-
ment for restitution for past crimes
committed against human beings, but
that restitution could be the ability to
say that we are going to make certain
that people of color in this country
would be able to have access to the
same type of education, live where
they want to live, compete against
anybody for the job and not feel that
they are inferior because people have
been taught that, just because they
have a different complexion, that they
are superior, and they think that be-
cause they were born on third base that
just being born means they can hit a
home run.

The fact is that all of us, collec-
tively, would know that, whether you
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are black or brown or yellow—or what-
ever the complexion is—that the great-
est benefit and asset that we have as a
nation is that we bring in all of these
cultures together to build the greatest
Nation on Earth.

Whether we have another Ferguson
in another 10 years or 20 years, it
doesn’t have to be. What has to be is
that we cut this poison out of the sys-
tem of this great country and openly
say that we have this problem, and
then, as the parents of Mr. Brown
would want, that death would have
been just another sacrifice that one of
us has made to wake up this wonderful
country to do what has to be done.

Let me thank you for constantly re-
minding us that we have come a long,
long way from how we got here, but we
have a long way to go. Thank you so
much.

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from New York for
his always eloquent and poignant ob-
servations.

Let me now yield to one of my dy-
namic colleagues on the Judiciary
Committee, the distinguished gentle-
woman from Texas, Representative
SHEILA JACKSON LEE.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Allow me to add
my appreciation for the continued
leadership of my friend and colleague
from New York and to thank the pre-
vious speakers. We all associate our-
selves with the passion, the commit-
ment, the determination that has been
expressed.

Let me, as I stand, acknowledge that
I am particularly pleased to be associ-
ated with distinguished legislators.
Many people in this Nation have their
particular roles as pastors and as civil
rights leaders.

In a meeting held right before the
Thanksgiving holiday, members of the
Congressional Black Caucus were re-
minded of the giant role that they have
played over the years in combining
passion with legislation, hearings with
pain.

As early as the 1990s, we held hear-
ings on the questions of excessive
force, as well as of the issues of racial
profiling along the highways of Amer-
ica; of the issue of excessive sentencing
in the crack cocaine disparities; of the
issue of dealing with the overincarcer-
ation of minorities and the overfilling
of jails.

Today, Mr. Speaker, I rise to plead to
my colleagues. We are legislators, and
we cannot legislate without the part-
nership of Republicans, so I stand as a
Democrat and as a member of the Con-
gressional Black Caucus that has al-
ways been cited as the conscience of
America to say that we need to walk in
step on the conspicuous Achilles heels
of America, that is the criminal justice
system.

As we stand here today, every one of
us has applauded a police officer, has
mourned at their passing in the line of
duty, has given them awards, has stood
alongside of them—every one of us.

Certainly, I will not take a backseat
to anyone on my respect for law en-
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forcement across the gamut. I recog-
nize that they are here to protect and
serve, and I think it is very crucial
that our friends in law enforcement
recognize the work that members of
the Congressional Black Caucus have
done, if not individually, then collec-
tively.

Let me say that I also admire the
young St. Louis Rams players who
raised their hands to be able to share
in the dignity of those young, peaceful
protesters. If we don’t affirm non-
violence, then who will?

I think everyone—law enforcement
and others—who agree or disagree
should recognize young people like the
ones in Houston, Texas. “Don’t shoot.”

That does not in any way denigrate
or disrespect our law enforcement offi-
cers. For just a few minutes, I want to
speak about that aspect and how we
see the justice system.

To my colleagues, this is 2,500 pages.
Those documents issued by the DA in
St. Louis County were 10,000 pages. I
am continuing to grow this stack. It is
clear that what happened in the grand
jury system, for many who don’t know
that system, is that those individuals
are appointed by a judge.

A single judge says, ‘“Who do I know
in the community? Let me see if I can
appoint 12 of them.”” In St. Louis Coun-
ty, it took nine to indict.

If you listen to New York State Chief
Judge Sol Wachtler, who famously re-
marked that a prosecutor could per-
suade a grand jury to indict a ham
sandwich, when I served on the munic-
ipal court, there were many probable
cause hearings that we held, and there
were many efforts by police officers to
get a warrant, to be able to go when
they thought there was suspicion of a
crime. We worked with law enforce-
ment officers.

In fact, the data says, according to
the Bureau of Justice statistics, U.S.
attorneys prosecuted 162,000 Federal
cases. In 2010, which is the most recent
year for which we have data, grand ju-
ries declined to return an indictment
in 11. That is Federal. That is not the
State system in Missouri, but I assure
you it is comparable.
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So what happened in Missouri as it
relates to the criminal justice system?

First of all, a grand jury system is
not a jury of your peers. A grand jury
indictment is not a conviction. It
would not have meant, if there was an
indictment, that the officer in question
was convicted. It would simply mean
that we would transition to the jury
system, and we would be able to ad-
dress the question of Michael Brown’s
rights, for Michael Brown was pro-
tected under the Constitution.

The First Amendment not only talks
about freedom of religion and speech, it
talks about the right of association
and the right of movement. Michael
Brown, an 18-year-old ‘‘big boy,’”’ as his
mom and dad lovingly called him, had
a right to move, had a right to move on
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the streets of America. But he was de-
nied that right. He was denied that
right with seven shots.

So there has to be a question. No one
would deny that there is a reason to
have a full trial, and the question
would be: Why didn’t the St. Louis dis-
trict attorney act like many other dis-
trict attorneys?

I know there are some who are in
that role here on this floor tonight,
which is presenting a case, and let the
jury ultimately decide. And the facts
in the grand jury evidenced that a
question remains.

Let me say these two points as I
close. I am a supporter of the executive
order of the President for body cams,
and there are many legislative initia-
tives that include that, but we need a
broad view of what we are going to do
in this situation.

As I indicated to you, a grand jury is
something different from a trial, a
petit jury or a trial by your peers.

So I would say that what happened in
St. Louis was not the way that the
process usually goes. Mr. McCulloch
threw this on the grand jurors. And
you needed nine—nine. Unfortunately,
the configuration of that jury made it
very unclear that there was not going
to be an indictment.

So today I think it is very important
that we address several questions. We
need to look at the grand jury system
here across the Nation. We need to
look at it in the name of Sean Bell;
Amadou Diallo; Eric Garner; Robbie
Tolan, in my community, where the
police officer was not indicted;
Trayvon Martin, a civilian; Michael
Brown; and the 12-year-old boy. We
need to look at it from the perspective
of why isn’t community-oriented polic-
ing used? Why wasn’t it used in Fer-
guson?

Under the Urban Justice Act, which I
have introduced, it says that commu-
nities that rely heavily on fines and
other means of funding their govern-
ment, their Federal funding should be
diminished accordingly if their whole
base of living and funding is just to
stop people along the streets. I said ra-
cial profiling; the expanding of civilian
review boards; the increasing of diver-
sity, which is being tried, unfortu-
nately a little late in Ferguson; the use
of conservatorships, of taking over po-
lice departments until they get it
right; and last but certainly not least,
educational reformation in teaching
our young boys, our minority boys,
along with things like My Brother’s
Keeper.

To my colleagues today, this is only
the beginning. And I believe, as Martin
King said: Where do we go from here?
It is imperative that legislation join
with compassion, that it not only be
Democrats or members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus, but we want part-
ners, Republicans who realize that the
criminal justice system, as it pene-
trates into local communities, must be
enhanced, changed, and reformed.

How long can we tolerate the shoot-
ing down of our children in streets?
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And it has nothing to do with one’s re-
spect or lack of respect for law enforce-
ment, from the very high levels of the
FBI, DEA, and ATF, to our local con-
stables and sheriffs and police officers.

So tonight my question is: Where do
we go from here? The question is a ref-
ormation of the grand jury system.
And I would almost say that a special
prosecutor should have been the route
in Missouri, and I would hope that we
would look to legislative fixes with our
colleagues to make America better.

The Congressional Black Caucus will
not be silenced. Those of us who serve
on the respective jurisdictional com-
mittees will not be silenced. We will
not be silenced because America is bet-
ter than this, a country that we love.

Where do we go from here? We must
fix it, and fix it now.

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentlelady from Texas for
lending her powerful voice to this
issue.

We want a fair, impartial, and color-
blind criminal justice system. But if we
are honest with ourselves, that doesn’t
exist for all Americans today, and that
undermines the integrity of our democ-
racy. That is not just a Black problem
or a White problem or a Democratic
problem or a Republican problem. That
is an American problem. That is why
the Congressional Black Caucus stands
on the House floor here today to jump-
start—mot just a discussion, but a
march toward making meaningful
progress as we move toward perfecting
this great Union.

It is my honor and my privilege to
now yield to my good friend and col-
league from the great State of New
York, someone who, himself, is a
former prosecutor and who has been in-
volved in the fight for social and racial
justice during his tremendous tenure
here in the United States Congress.

I now yield to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New York City, the bor-
ough of Queens, Congressman GREGORY
MEEKS.

Mr. MEEKS. I want to thank my
friend and colleague, a great attorney,
a great legislator, for leading this ef-
fort this evening, for not only here on
the floor of the House of Representa-
tives but for what you do every day;
and, in fact, it is an example of what
we could follow, how you lead in your
district, especially in Brooklyn.

Rallying around, as I will talk about
later, when you saw a prosecutor not
do his job, you were one that led in
Brooklyn to say the people will get a
people’s prosecutor. And folks went to
the polls. When someone said it
couldn’t be done, where you led and
helped make it happen, where an in-
cumbent forgot his way and was not
representing the people, you helped
people get together to go to the polls
and have a new prosecutor in Brooklyn
to move forward. We thank you for
that leadership.

Today we talk about Black in Amer-
ica. What Ferguson says about where
we are and where we need to go.
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Now, as Congressman JEFFRIES has
said, I am a former prosecutor, so I
know about the grand jury system. I
know the failure of the grand jury
process directed or, as some would
argue, manipulated by county pros-
ecutor Robert McCulloch to indict Po-
lice Officer Darren Wilson in the shoot-
ing death of Michael Brown, Jr., an un-
armed Ferguson, Missouri, teenager,
undermines public confidence in the
very notion of equal administration of
justice.

Now, when you go before a grand
jury, all you have to show is that there
is probable cause—probable cause, the
lowest standard there is—that a crime
was committed. And when you see the
process that this prosecutor went
through, he tried to try a case, or he
came in with a preconceived thought
that he did not want an indictment
here. I don’t know of any prosecutors
that go into the grand jury and don’t
at least, after it is all done, ask for an
indictment. Mr. McCulloch never asked
for an indictment in this case.

The tragic circumstances in Fer-
guson and other unfortunate instances
around the country have sparked a
movement for justice, equality, and
change that I believe is critical to the
communities affected by miscarriages
of justice. But this movement is not
just for those communities. Indeed, the
United States of America needs this
movement. As others have said, this is
an American problem. As Dr. Martin
Luther King, Jr., once said, ‘“‘Injustice
anywhere is a threat to justice every-
where.”” Racial disparities of any kind
are troubling for our entire Nation.

And so, though we have elected
President Barack Obama here in the
United States, I heard some say that
we were in a post-racial America. No,
we are not. For racism is still alive and
well in the United States of America.
We have got work to do.

So where do we go?

This movement, with its courageous
contingent of young activists, is quick-
ly learning, adapting, applying, and in-
novating on the most effective methods
and models of the civil rights move-
ments of previous generations. As this
movement continues to grow and takes
every opportunity to focus its de-
mands, expand its outreach, develop its
activists in the discipline of peaceful
direct action, and deepen its under-
standing of how to apply mass pressure
on policymakers, it will cascade not
simply to interrupt business as usual,
but to generate electoral participation
on levels unseen in generations. This
movement has the potential to trans-
form the tragedy in Ferguson into a
historic turning point in the centuries-
long struggle for freedom, justice, and
equality.

The Congressional Black Caucus is
part of this moment and is a part of
this movement. Tens of thousands of
Federal, State, and local elected offi-
cials, civic leaders, civil rights organi-
zations, activists, clergies, lawyers,
educators, artists, athletes, business
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owners, and hundreds of thousands, if
not millions, of ordinary working peo-
ple of all ages from all over America
are part of this movement.

So now is the time for America to
come together to reform police prac-
tices, redress patterns of racial dispari-
ties in the justice system, and to hold
police accountable for the use of exces-
sive force, especially deadly force. Now
is the time to match nonviolent direct
action with meaningful legislative and
administrative action. Now is the time
for the Federal Government to act, for
Congress to act, for courts to act, for
State legislatures to act, for county
and city governments to act.

Now is the time, my friends, to reg-
ister to vote, because soon, very soon,
it will be time to act at the ballot
boxes. Only then will these voices be
truly heard in every corner of every
county and throughout this country.
Then the world will know that unwar-
ranted violence and abuse of power has
no home in America; injustice has no
seat in our democratic institutions.
Only then will we honor the sacrifice of
those who have paid the ultimate price
and begin to heal a Nation of many
who aspire to become one.

Yes, indeed, we have come a long
way; but yes, indeed, we have a long,
long, long way to go.

I thank the gentleman for the time.

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank my friend,
the distinguished gentleman from New
York, for his very eloquent and
thoughtful remarks, as always.

And now it is my honor and my privi-
lege to yield to a great civil rights
leader, a former judge, the distin-
guished gentleman from the great
State of Texas, Representative AL
GREEN.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Thank you
very much.

Mr. Speaker, I wanted mention Mr.
HORSFORD. He is not here tonight, but
I always associate him with Mr.
JEFFRIES. They have been a great dy-
namic duo. And they have done out-
standing work with these Special Order
hours. In his absence, I want to let him
know that we still greatly appreciate
him and we miss him.

Mr. Speaker, I had a John Carlos mo-
ment. For edification purposes, John
Carlos was the athlete at the 1968
Olympics who went to the podium,
along with Tommie Smith, and raised
his hand in what was called at that
time a Black Power salute.

At that time, much was said about
John Carlos and Tommie Smith. Many
people criticized them for taking the
podium and making this gesture. They
were said to be outside of the main-
stream. But I believe that history has
vindicated them because they were a
part of the avant-garde. They actually
were causing many people to under-
stand that the Black Power movement
at that time was much bigger than
many thought.

I had a John Carlos moment because
I saw this clip where the Rams players
came into the arena: Hands up; don’t
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shoot. It was a John Carlos moment be-
cause this has become the new symbol,
a new statement, a statement wherein
people around the country now are
calling to the attention of those who
don’t quite understand that this is a
movement that will not dissipate; it
will not evaporate.
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It is a movement that is going to
continue because young people—a new
generation—have decided that they are
going to engage themselves in the lib-
eration movement, the freedom move-
ment, if you will, the continuation of
what happened in 1968 with John Carlos
and Tommy Lee Smith.

I want to make sure that those who
participated on the Rams team, that
their names are chronicled in history. I
want people who look back through the
vista of time to know who they were
when they search the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORDs. So I want to add their names
to this RECORD. I want Kenny Britt to
be recognized, Tavon Austin to be rec-
ognized, Stedman Bailey to be recog-
nized, Jared Cook, Chris Givens, and
Tre Mason. These are persons who in
the years to come will be acknowl-
edged as a part the avant-garde.

I want people to know also that I ap-
preciate and support what the Presi-
dent is doing with his executive action.
I support what he is doing with body
cameras, and I support what he is
doing with body cameras because I be-
lieve that body cameras can exonerate,
and they can as well incriminate. They
can exonerate officers who are falsely
accused. They can provide empirical
evidence of what actually transpired.
There won’t be ‘‘he said” or ‘‘she said.”
There will be the empirical evidence of
what the camera actually saw. They
can also incriminate those who would
try to perpetrate a fraud upon the
American people. Body cameras can
identify those who would engage in
criminal conduct and then try to ex-
cuse their conduct with words that
don’t match what the camera will re-
veal.

I believe in body cameras. This is
why I have filed H.R. 5407, the TIP Act,
Transparency in Policing. The TIP Act
would cause the Justice Department to
examine the circumstance in this coun-
try, the costs for body cameras, and
would then allow those jurisdictions
that cannot afford to incorporate body
cameras into their police departments,
there would be an exemption for them,
but would require those generally
speaking who receive Federal dollars
to move to body cameras.

I regret that we are getting to a
point now where we are getting it right
after the fact. We shouldn’t get it right
after the fact. This is what is hap-
pening in Ferguson. After the fact, Fer-
guson is moving to body cameras. But
we don’t need another Ferguson. There
are other communities around the
country where after the fact they are
moving to body cameras. We don’t need
to have an injustice take place before
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we move to a just circumstance and in-
corporate these body cameras.

My hope is that we will follow the
President’s lead and that we will incor-
porate body cameras into police de-
partments across the length and
breadth and the scope of this country,
if you will. But I also pray that this
bill, H.R. 5407 will get a hearing. It is
overwhelmingly supported by members
of the CBC as well as others. It is not
a CBC initiative, but it is supported
overwhelmingly by the CBC, and my
hope is that this bill will get a fair
hearing because we should not get it
right after the fact.

We should have an opportunity to
eliminate a lot of what we see as confu-
sion and chaos. We need not continue
to add fuel to the flame of confusion.
That flame can be eliminated if we but
only had these body cameras. They are
not a cure-all, and they are not a pan-
acea, but they are a positive step in the
right direction. I salute the President
and thank him for what he is doing,
and I pray that we will get a fair hear-
ing on H.R. 5407.

God bless you, dear brother, and I
pray that you will continue to do what
you are doing on the floor of the House
in giving us this voice so that we may
reach the American people.

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Texas.

Mr. Speaker, how much time do we
have remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has approximately 14 minutes
remaining.

Mr. JEFFRIES. It is now my honor
and privilege to yield to the gentle-
woman from New York, Congress-
woman YVETTE CLARKE, my good
friend. She is a distinguished Congress-
woman who represents the neighboring
district at home in Brooklyn. She is a
fighter for justice and a voice for the
voiceless.

Ms. CLARKE of New York. Hands up,
don’t shoot.

I thank my colleague and friend, Mr.
JEFFRIES of Brooklyn, New York, for
his tremendous leadership both here in
Washington, D.C., and at home in New
York.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to join my col-
leagues in the Congressional Black
Caucus to discuss being black in Amer-
ica and what the injustice in Ferguson,
Missouri, says about where we are and
where we need to go as a civil society.

I first want to, once again, offer my
condolences to the family of Michael
Brown, whose efforts to secure justice
on behalf of their son were undermined
by the decision of the grand jury. The
killing of Michael Brown and attacks
by the Ferguson Police Department on
protesters demonstrate an assumption
that young women and men who are
African American are inherently sus-
picious—a false assumption with dead-
ly consequences.

So where do we go from here? We
must not allow this false assumption
to prevail in our Nation, in our society.
We cannot and will not accept the de-
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valuation of African American lives.
We have seen this scenario play out too
many times in recent years, even in my
hometown in Brooklyn, New York,
where we are still reeling from the re-
cent Kkilling of Akai Gurley, an un-
armed young man shot by a proba-
tionary New York City police officer.
This killing comes on the heels of the
homicide by a choke hold of Eric Gar-
ner on Staten Island, again, in New
York City.

Mr. Speaker, it 1is deeply dis-
appointing that as we observe the 50th
anniversary of the Civil Rights Act of
1964 we are still trying to fulfill the
promise of the 14th Amendment, of
equal protection under the law. While
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 trans-
formed our Nation by prohibiting dis-
crimination based on race, religion,
color, sex, and national origin at work,
in schools, and in other public facili-
ties, we still must transform the per-
ception, biases, and prejudices that
some people still carry with them like
luggage from generations past.

The incidents in Ferguson and cities
across this Nation remind us that com-
munities that have been disproportion-
ately and unjustly targeted by police
departments demand recognition of
their humanity. Young people of color
refuse to live in a democratic society
in a state of fear, and we have an obli-
gation as a nation to rid ourselves of
the scourge of racially biased, state-
sanctioned terrorism.

I fully support the steps announced
today by the Obama administration to
strengthen community policing and
fortify the trust that must exist be-
tween law enforcement officers and the
communities they serve. I have been a
vocal advocate for better relations be-
tween the community and law enforce-
ment community. Given the police offi-
cers’ sole mission is to serve and pro-
tect the people with dignity, integrity,
and respect, we must focus on achiev-
ing that mission. I pledge to work with
my constituents, the Obama adminis-
tration, my colleagues, and officials
across this country—especially in New
York City—to restore public trust and
to establish a more enlightened polic-
ing strategy, and to prevent such inci-
dents in the future.

So, again, I would like to thank Mr.
JEFFRIES for his leadership. I want to
thank the CBC, the conscience of the
Congress, for holding this timely Spe-
cial Order. To all Americans who are
disturbed by the demonstrations that
are taking place across this Nation, I
want you to remember these four
words: no justice, no peace.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Thank you, Con-
gresswoman CLARKE.

Mr. Speaker, Akai Gurley in Brook-
lyn did not deserve to die. Tamir Rice
in Cleveland did not deserve to die. Mi-
chael Brown in Ferguson did not de-
serve to die. The Congressional Black
Caucus is determined to make sure
that these and many other deaths at
the hands of law enforcement resulting
from the use of excessive force will not
be in vain.
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Mr. Speaker, it is now my honor and
my privilege to yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from the great
State of Indiana, Congressman ANDRE
CARSON, one of the mighty voices of
the hip-hop generation here in the
United States Congress who powerfully
represents his Midwestern district.

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. I have to ac-
knowledge my colleague, my friend,
my brother, and leader, not only na-
tionwide but internationally, but espe-
cially in Brooklyn, for his boldness, his
tenacity, Mr. Speaker, his intestinal
fortitude, and his ability as a sitting
Member of Congress to still speak
truth to power, Congressman JEFFRIES.

Mr. Speaker, I rise tonight to express
my deepest condolences to the Brown
family, who lost their son far too soon.
As a parent, I can only imagine their
pain and grief, Mr. Speaker. No parent
should have to go through such an or-
deal.

As a young African American man, I
can relate to the frustration being felt
on the streets of Ferguson and streets
across our country. The history of this
great Nation, Mr. Speaker, past and
present, is plagued with incidents of
bigotry and discrimination in our jus-
tice system. Racial injustice continues
to afflict our communities, and with
each incident like this one, old wounds
are reopened. The feelings felt in Fer-
guson are real and cannot and should
not be discounted.

Mr. Speaker, many right now feel
abandoned by our justice system or un-
fairly singled out for suspicion. These
are very legitimate concerns that can-
not be ignored or overshadowed by
those who have turned to violence.

Now, as a former police officer, Mr.
Speaker, I want to say I do respect our
system of justice, but I also recognize
the shortcomings. We certainly have a
long way to go to guarantee our coun-
try’s children of color are protected
equally under the law in every in-
stance, every mneighborhood, and all
across this great Nation. Mr. Speaker,
no community should have to doubt
whether justice has prevailed when a
decision like this one has been handed
down.

We must not let Michael Brown’s
death be in vain. That would be a dis-
grace. That would be a tragedy. Today,
our Nation is still struggling to heal.
But this cannot truly happen until we
honestly assess how justice is provided
across our country.

This process starts with peaceful pro-
tests, yes, but it ends with lasting re-
forms that protect all Americans
equally, Mr. Speaker. This will not be
easy or quick. But what is clear is that
this march toward a better, more equi-
table country must begin with a uni-
fied front.

Now through this tragedy we should
bring about lasting change. And so to-
night on that note, I want to ask, Mr.
Speaker, all of my colleagues, my fel-
low Americans, to stand with the Con-
gressional Black Caucus to make this
dream a reality.
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Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman for his eloquent re-
marks.

Mr. Speaker, let me now yield to the
distinguished gentleman from Mary-
land, the great ELIJAH CUMMINGS, for
his remarks.

0 2015

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank Mr. JEFFRIES for calling this
Special Order tonight.

Let me say to America, whenever a
law enforcement officer shoots and
kills an unarmed citizen in this great
country, America has a problem. I
want us to be very careful that we
don’t become distracted and not ad-
dress the issues.

I know that we in the Congressional
Black Caucus make sure that we don’t
get involved in motion, commotion,
and emotion and no results, and that is
what this is all about because the
things that we are talking about is try-
ing to bring about change, not just for
our young people today, but for genera-
tions yet unborn.

Let me just briefly state that I am
very pleased with what the President
did today. I think it is a step in the
right direction, the effort to get body
cameras, 50,000 of them, and to estab-
lish a task force.

Right after Ferguson happened, I,
along with a hundred other leaders,
wrote to the President, and we just
asked for certain things, and I will
name them, and then I will yield back
because I know we have limited time.

We asked that DOJ develop a train-
ing for law enforcement officers to
counteract racial bias, renewed focus
on diversity hiring and retention
among law enforcement professionals,
grants to support engagement with
youth in the communities these offi-
cers serve, call for the demilitarization
and reduction of excessive weaponry
among community police departments,
call for DOJ oversight of law enforce-
ment practices, and increased account-
ability through national standards for
investigation into cases of inappro-
priate police behavior.

We in the Congressional Black Cau-
cus will continue this fight. To the
Brown family, you have our condo-
lences, but we know that you want to
make sure that change is brought
about. We promise you that we are
going to do everything in our power to
make that happen.

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Maryland.

I now yield to one of my colleagues
in the freshman class, soon to be a dy-
namic sophomore, the distinguished
gentlewoman from Ohio (Mrs. BEATTY).

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, it is in-
deed my honor to stand here not only
with the members of the Congressional
Black Caucus, but with you, Congress-
man JEFFRIES, for the work you have
done.

Today, I have a heavy heart as we
stand here as members of the Congres-
sional Black Caucus on the topic of
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being Black in America, what Ferguson
says about where we are and where we
need to go.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to start by
expressing my deepest condolences to
the family of Michael Brown as his
death was undeniably tragic. The
“Gentle Giant,” as Michael was nick-
named by his family members, will not
be forgotten, nor what his loss rep-
resents. Michael Brown had a prom-
ising future before his life was cut
short by police gunfire by police that
fateful day in August.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ROTHFUS). The time of the gentleman
has expired.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, we have
come a long way. We still have a long
way to go. We look forward to march-
ing toward a more perfect Union.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

————

EQUALITY FOR ALL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GOHMERT) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the majority
leader.

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, there
are some Members who wanted to be
heard from the prior Special Order, and
they didn’t have a chance, and I am
glad to yield to my friend, Mr.
JEFFRIES, so they may conclude.

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS

Mr. JEFFRIES. I thank my good
friend, a very important member of the
Judiciary Committee, for graciously
yielding a few moments for us to close
this very important Special Order.

I yield to Congresswoman JOYCE
BEATTY to finish her remarks as we
prepare to conclude this CBC Special
Order. Again, I thank Congressman
GOHMERT for graciously yielding a few
moments of his time.

Mrs. BEATTY. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my colleagues. Let me continue and be
very brief and just say Michael Brown
had a promising future before his life
was cut short by police gunfire on that
fateful Saturday in August.

He was supposed to start technical
college this past fall, planning to be-
come a heating and cooling engineer
one day. He hoped to start his own
business. He strove to set an example
for his younger siblings, teaching them
to stay in school and further their edu-
cation—instead, another loss.

Michael Brown fell victim to a crimi-
nal justice system that too often fails
people of color. Mr. Speaker, unfortu-
nately, he is now another Black male
whose full promise and potential will
never be realized because his life was
taken too early by the very depart-
ment created to protect and serve his
community, the Ferguson Police De-
partment.

Mr. Speaker, I think it is appropriate
that the Congressional Black Caucus is
on the floor today discussing being
Black in America. The CBC is the con-
science of the Congress and, in many
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circumstances, the conscience of Amer-
ica on the topic of race relations,
struggles, and inequities.

We are also scholars and crusaders.
We are our brothers’ keepers. We have
marched and written civil rights laws,
and today, December 1, we are cele-
brating the 59th anniversary of Rosa
Parks maintaining her seat on a bus in
Montgomery, Alabama. Her civil dis-
obedience on this day should be cele-
brated.

As we see in the majority a peaceful
protest in refusing to give up her seat,
Rosa Parks sparked a civil rights
movement that continues today; a
movement highlighted by incremental
progress such as the Civil Rights Act of
1964, the Voting Rights Act of 1965,
where a Nation came together with
hopes of eliminating centuries of dis-
crimination against Blacks and pro-
viding equal rights under law.

The civil rights movement is ongoing
and faces significant challenges. A
great distrust between local residents
and law enforcement remains today.
Too many young Black men have been
left behind and are seen as objects of
fear, and we have a school-to-prison
pipeline that tears our communities of
color apart, leaving them forever in-
complete.

As Martin Luther King, Jr., said:

Human progress is neither automatic nor
inevitable. Every step toward the goal of jus-
tice requires sacrifice, suffering, and strug-
gle; the tireless exertions and passionate
concerns of dedicated individuals.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I am, today,
hopeful. I am hopeful that initiatives
like the President’s My Brother’s Keep-
ers, which is implementing cradle to
college and career programs for young
people in my district, will allow us to
continue Rosa Parks’ progress that she
sparked 59 years ago.

Finally, should we work harder to
get more people registered to vote?
Should we have more get out the vote?
Yes, but it takes more than that. This
Congress should work with the Presi-
dent, and I fully support his request for
some $263 million in part to equip po-
lice officers with cameras.

Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. Speaker, thank
you.

Mr. JEFFRIES. As we prepare to
conclude, let me, again, thank Mr.
GOHMERT for this gracious act of bipar-
tisanship, and I yield to the gentle-
woman from Illinois (Ms. KELLY).

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. I thank Con-
gressman JEFFRIES for his leadership
and my colleague from Texas for his
generosity.

As we reflect on the events in Fer-
guson, let me begin by offering my
prayers to the family of Michael Brown
and the entire Ferguson community.
Tonight, we stand before the House as
Representatives of our communities
and as concerned citizens.

We stand here to say we, too, mourn
Michael Brown. We mourn his loss and
what it represents—the very real fear
and frustration of Black and brown
families across the Nation who worry
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for their sons. We are here to speak for
those who are weary after another inci-
dent of a young Black man being killed
by police.

Ferguson speaks to the broader chal-
lenges we face as a Nation—race rela-
tions—but particularly the fraught re-
lationship between the Black commu-
nity and the police. Members of my
family have and do serve in law en-
forcement, and I am fortunate that, for
most of my life, I have been able to
have many positive personal experi-
ences with that community. My grand-
parents’ grocery store in Harlem al-
ways had police officers checking in.

On the whole, I believe those who put
their lives on the line for our commu-
nities are good, but that doesn’t negate
the fact that, in America today, we
still have too many in the Black com-
munity who fear the police or feel
disrespected by the police, including
my son and his friends, and we still
have too many police officers who fear
the Black community. This is a dy-
namic that colors every encounter and
paves the way for tragic outcomes.

Regardless of your perspectives on
the events in Ferguson, we can all
agree that no community should live in
fear of the institutions that are
charged with protecting it. We must
hold our law enforcement officials to
the highest professional standards and
provide them with the training they
need to effectively police diverse com-
munities.

This training must address the biases
and stereotypes that influence deci-
sions in the field and that creates ob-
stacles to mutual understanding, and
in working to achieve that under-
standing, we can and must strive to-
ward a justice system that treats all
Americans fairly and values all Amer-
ican lives equally.

I am encouraged by the many peace-
ful, productive protests across the
country from everyday citizens of all
colors calling for change in the way
our country views and values young
Black men, but this is just the begin-
ning and not enough. As a mother, a
wife, and a Member of Congress, I be-
lieve that this change must begin
today.

I encourage everyone who is outraged
by Ferguson to look for ways that they
can prevent a similar tragedy from
happening in your community. Don’t
let this issue fade until the next trag-
edy. Get involved with your local gov-
ernment.

Go to your local town hall, city coun-
cil, and community policing meetings.
Know who represents you and who is
policing your streets. Be a part of the
change, and lend your voice to the dis-
cussion on the direction of your com-
munity; vote, exercise your rights, de-
mand and expect accountability. That
is how we work together toward the
kind of change that makes our commu-
nities safer and honors the memory of
Michael Brown.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congresswoman KELLY. We are here
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today to begin a conversation about a
fair, equitable, and colorblind criminal
justice system. That should be some-
thing that all Americans embrace, and
that is what we are going to work to-
ward as we move toward the next Con-
gress in 2015.

To close, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank Congressman JEFFRIES for his
leadership, and I thank the Speaker, 1
am sorry that we were walking across
the floor, and we may not publicly say
it, but we thank you for your clarifica-
tion, and to my good friend on the Ju-
diciary Committee, Judge GOHMERT,
who has engaged in the issues of the
criminal justice system. We are grate-
ful for your knowledge on these issues.

I want to leave two points behind as
we clarify how we can move forward
and recognize crises, but yet not be
overcome by such. Might I thank the
former mayor of New York for his pro-
vocativeness, but say that I disagree
with some of the interpretation of why
officers are in the African American
community.

A statistic does say, in fact, that
over 2005 to 2012, a white police officer
used deadly force against an African
American person almost two times
every week. That does not have to be
because we know there are broader
ways of addressing these questions, so
let me say to you why there is such ire
about what happened to Michael
Brown.

As I started out in my remarks about
the grand jury system, it is one that
raises the fact question, and if the fact
question is not answered, why were his
hands up? Why was he shot these many
times? Then you go to a jury of your
peers. It is a criminal justice system
that no matter what color, creed, race,
or religion you are, abiding by the Con-
stitution, you can clearly say a ques-
tion has been raised, and justice needs
to answer that question.

Mr. Speaker, that is what we are ask-
ing for, a simple justice that allows ev-
eryone to stand at the table of oppor-
tunity, equality, and rightness.

So I would make the argument to-
night that we have laid out a roadmap
with a number of suggestions, whether
it is cameras—supporting the Presi-
dent’s request for money—whether it is
legislation dealing with the utilization
of tickets and citations, stopping peo-
ple from moving, whether or not it is
My Brother’s Keeper, I believe that the
Judiciary Committee, along with our
colleagues, Republicans and Demo-
crats, can raise up the specter of the
Constitution and no matter who we
are, we can look at those young men in
St. Louis who raised their hands, ap-
plaud them for their work, applaud law
enforcement officers who are engaged
in community-oriented policing, and
make a purposeful commitment that
we will follow in the pathway of non-
violence and use the tools that our
Constitution has given us to make our
criminal justice system work for all of
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us, whether we are poor, whether we
are rich, whether in unique commu-
nities, or whether we are Big Mike.

We are going to say to Mr. Brown and
we are going to say to Mike’s mother
that justice is going to come, not re-
specting whether or not we stand on
one side or another, one race or an-
other, because we are going to do right.

I have faith in the Constitution, and
I have faith in this Congress. For the
very reason that Judge GOHMERT yield-
ed us the time to finish our words, I
know that we will be engaged, Repub-
licans and Democrats, with the Con-
gressional Black Caucus in a pathway
forward to make America rise to our
higher angels and to the Constitution
that we so love.

Thank you, Mr. JEFFRIES, for your
leadership.

Mr. Speaker, | thank the gentleman for
yielding and for convening this very timely
Special Order on one of major challenges fac-
ing our nation: how can we best rise from the
ashes of the miscarriages of justice in Fer-
guson, Missouri and restore the trust and con-
fidence of all Americans in the fairness and
impartiality of the criminal justice system.

That trust and confidence does not exist
today among large segments of our population
in the wake of the killing of Michael Brown, an
unarmed teenager who died after absorbing
six gunshots from a Ferguson, Missouri police
officer even though he posed no imminent
threat, was not resisting arrest, and was ob-
served by numerous witness to be holding his
hands up, the universal sign of surrender.

Compounding this unreasonable and exces-
sive use of lethal force was the failure—some
might say refusal—of the local prosecutor to
obtain an indictment of any kind against the
officer who killed Michael Brown.

The strength and foundation of democratic
government rests upon the consent and con-
fidence of the governed. Similarly, effective
enforcement of the law and administration of
justice requires the confidence of the commu-
nity that the law will be enforced impartially
and that all persons are treated equally with-
out regard to race or ethnicity or religion or
national origin.

While most police officers take this respon-
sibility seriously and strive to treat all persons
equally and with respect, their efforts are too
often undermined by some of their colleagues
who abuse the enormous trust and confidence
placed in them.

Remedial action should be taken with re-
spect to officers whose conduct has been de-
termined, after an adjudicatory proceeding, to
violate applicable legal standards.

In recent months, the nation has been re-
peatedly shocked by the killings of unarmed
African Americans, mainly young African
American males, by persons claiming, despite
substantial and credible evidence to the con-
trary, that the use of lethal force was justified.
The tragic killing of Michael Brown is just one
of the worst examples.

In August of this year in Staten Island, un-
armed Eric Garner, an asthmatic 43-year-old
father of six and grandparent, died from an
unlawful chokehold administered by a New
York Police Department officer who suspected
Mr. Garner of selling an untaxed pack of ciga-
rettes.

And closer to home my constituents in the
18th Congressional District of Texas and | all
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remember the outrageous case involving
young Robbie Tolan, who was shot and seri-
ously injured by a white Bellaire Police Depart-
ment officer while in the driveway of his home,
15 to 20 feet away from the officer, had com-
mitted no crime, and whose innocence had
been affirmed to the officer by his mother and
father.

Let me state at the outset that as a Member
of Congress and member of the bar that | hold
the rule of law sacred.

| have always supported law enforcement
and have always recognized the value and im-
portance of prosecutors seeking justice and
defense attorneys fighting to protect the rights
of the accused.

| also revere the grand jury process, which
on the federal level at least, has been one of
the bulwarks safeguarding the public and the
accused since the ratification of the 5th in
1791.

| do not fault the decision to impanel a
grand jury to investigate the killing of Michael
Brown; on the contrary, a grand jury investiga-
tion was the proper way to proceed. Like
many others, however, | have two main con-
cerns regarding the way the grand jury inves-
tigation was conducted.

First, the failure of the St. Louis County
Prosecuting Attorney, Robert McCulloch, to
recuse himself and seek the appointment of a
Special Counsel was a grave mistake.

Not just because his father was a St. Louis
policeman killed in the line of duty by a black
man when he was 12. Not just because his
brother, nephew and cousin all served with the
St. Louis police and that his mother worked as
a clerk for the force for 20 years. And not just
because Mr. McCulloch would have joined the
police force too, but he lost a leg in high
school due to cancer.

Mr. McCulloch’s credibility and reputation for
fairness has been at low ebb among African
Americans in St. Louis County since his han-
dling of the notorious “Jack-in-the-Box” shoot-
ing in June 2000, in which two officers ap-
proached a stopped car carrying two unarmed
African American men from the front and fired
21 shots, killing Earl Murray and Ronald
Beasley.

In the ensuing investigation, Mr. McCulloch
put the case to a grand jury which declined to
indict the officers, and McCulloch said he
agreed with the decision.

The story presented by Mr. McCulloch’s of-
fice to the grand jury was that Murray’s car
moved toward the two officers, who then fired
out of self-defense. The two officers who shot
Murray and Beasley were also invited to testify
before the grand jury and both men told jurors
that Murray’s car was coming at them and that
they feared being run over. However, a later
federal investigation showed that the car had
never come at the two officers: Murray never
took his car out of reverse. The officers in-
volved in the shooting did not testify truthfully
to the grand jury, yet Prosecutor McCulloch
stated publicly that he agreed with the deci-
sion not to indict.

The second major flaw was that the manner
in which the grand jury investigation was con-
ducted impeded rather than facilitated the
search for truth that is the province of a petit
jury.

The purpose of a grand jury is two-fold: to
make the threshold determination as to wheth-
er probable cause exists to believe that a
crime has been committed and that the ac-
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cused is the person who committed it. Once
this minimal showing has been made, it is for
the petit jury to determine whether the evi-
dence presented at trial is sufficient to prove
beyond reasonable doubt each essential ele-
ment of the offense.

In discharging its duty, the grand jury looks
to, and is dependent upon, the prosecutor for
an orderly and coherent presentation of evi-
dence establishing probable cause and for
guidance as to the law and in making sense
of the evidence and testimony.

That did not happen in this case. Instead,
the prosecution did not present any indictment
that the grand jury could evaluate against the
evidence to determine whether to return a
“true bill” and did not make any recommenda-
tion regarding charges that could or should be
lodged.

It is common wisdom that a grand jury his-
torically has functioned as a tool of the pros-
ecution, so much so that is frequently noted
that a prosecutor could persuade a grand jury
to “indict a ham sandwich.”

This is not an exaggeration. According to
the Bureau of Justice Statistics, U.S. attorneys
prosecuted 162,000 federal cases in 2010, the
most recent year for which we have data.
Grand juries declined to return an indictment
in only 11 cases.

So the failure of the Ferguson Grand Jury to
return an indictment exacerbated the lack of
public confidence in the criminal justice sys-
tem, especially among African Americans, not
just in Ferguson, Missouri but all across the
country because to many it sends the signal
that the lives of African American males have
less value that do others.

It should be noted that according to the
FBI's most recent accounts of “justifiable
homicide,” in the seven years between 2005
and 2012, a white police officer used deadly
force against an African American person al-
most two times every week.

Of those African American persons killed,
18 percent, or nearly one in every five, was
under 21 years of age. In contrast, only 8.7
percent of white persons killed by police offi-
cers were younger than 21.

In 2012, Houston had an African American
population of 23.7 percent. That same vyear,
African Americans accounted for 48% percent
of victims killed by the police.

Chicago was even worse with a whopping
91% of police kilings involving an African
American victim, nearly three times their per-
centage of the city’s population.

For New York, the comparable figures were
87% and 28.36 percent. Across the country, in
2012 there were 739 justifiable homicide
shootings by police and citizens and of these,
313 of the victims (42.35%) were African
American.

This cannot and must not continue. That is
why | am renewing my request to Attorney
General Holder that the Justice Department
consider bringing federal charges so that
those responsible for the kiling of Michael
Brown are held accountable.

| am also calling upon the Department of
Justice to exercise the authority conferred by
the 1994 Violent Crime Control and Law En-
forcement Act, which gives the Department’s
Civil Rights Division authority to investigate
state and local law enforcement agencies that
it believes have unconstitutional policies or en-
gage in unconstitutional patterns or practices
of conduct. The law is intended to address
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systemic issues, rather than individual com-

plaints.

As Americans we must demand that the law
is applied fairly and equally to all persons in
the courtroom and on the street.

Achieving this goal is the best way to honor
the mem0|¥ of Michael Brown.

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Congresswoman JACKSON LEE, and I
thank Congressman GOHMERT for the
time.

O 2030

Mr. GOHMERT. I thank Mr.
JEFFRIES, my colleague and friend. I
knew that words that were going to be
spoken were from the heart, and I am
glad to be able to facilitate that.
Thank you.

And it does take me back again. I
was just a little kid, a little bitty kid,
when Martin Luther King, Jr., was
standing up for civil rights for all peo-
ple. We have heard over and over: Well,
he did wonderful things for African
Americans. But I happen to know as a
little White Christian boy growing up
in east Texas that the work he did and
the life he gave actually enabled me as
a little White boy to treat my brothers
and sisters like brothers and sisters.
That is the ultimate goal, as Dr. King
said: we judge each other by the con-
tent of the character and not by the
color of the skin. That is a goal to
shoot for.

It also meant that when I was quar-
terback and captain for the JV, junior
varsity, team in our high school, it
meant I got to have Coach Williams as
my head coach. I just loved Coach Wil-
liams. But it was tough when he put
both hands on your shoulder pads and
got right in your face. You knew you
were in for a lesson. But he was immi-
nently fair. We had no race problems.

He was just a fair man.
Although I didn’t vote for President

Obama and certainly might have had
other people in mind for Attorney Gen-
eral, I had hoped that there would be a
piece that would come out with Eric
Holder as Attorney General the way 1
experienced with Coach Williams, an
African American, but great coach,
very winning season, and he made foot-
ball fun—a great leader, a great teach-
er. I just loved having him for a coach.

I had hoped that that might be true
across the country, but we have seen so
many people hurt around Jefferson. I
was reading about minority business
owners who had their businesses
burned. I so hope that the words that
my friend Ms. JACKSON LEE was saying
will ultimately come through where
protests will be nonviolent so people
don’t lose their stores and lose their
homes or lose their lives.

Just before coming over, I was hear-
ing about a Bosnian man that was beat
to death with a hammer. It is sense-
less, just senseless. I don’t even know
the cause of his being killed there in
Missouri.

Peaceful protests are what Dr. King

knew would do the greatest good for
the greatest number of people, and he
certainly did a great deal of good. But
basically most people what they want
is to make sure that they get fair
treatment. That is it: be treated fairly.
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Now, we do have some that want to
engage in crony capitalism and want to
have all kinds of advantages. We saw
that with TARP. People wanted to
have their cake, and then when they
finish with that have your cake, too.
That was very unfortunate. But over-
all, most Americans just want to be
treated fairly. They want everyone to
be treated equally and fairly under the
law, which brings me to the subject 1
wanted to take up tonight.

We know that the President, before
Thanksgiving, announced that since
Congress hadn’t passed or hadn’t
changed the law as he wanted them to,
he indicated he waited long enough. He
waited for Congress to change the law,
and since Congress had not changed the
law, he decided to do it for Congress.
The trouble is that is not equal and
fair under the law.

Some have said, well, they don’t
think there is a way that Congress can
defund this illegal executive order that
provides amnesty. And actually, the
law is clear. I mean, if you are illegally
in the country, you are not allowed to
work in the country; and the President,
regardless of whether or not he has the
power to provide amnesty or a pardon
in a single case, there is no law, there
is no authority, constitutional or legis-
lative, that allows a President to pro-
vide benefits across the board that are
illegal and not authorized under the
law. You just can’t do that.

So what do we do about that?

Some have said we can’t defund the
President’s illegal actions. An article
here in Breitbart by Matthew Boyle, 26
November, and this is a quote to start
the article:

“In light of Congress’s constitutional
power over the purse, the Supreme Court has
recognized that ‘Congress may always cir-
cumscribe agency discretion to allocate re-
sources by putting restrictions in the opera-
tive statutes,”” the CRS, a legislative au-
thority on Capitol Hill, wrote in a report
sent to incoming Senate Budget Committee
Chairman Senator Jeff Sessions of Alabama.
“Where Congress has done so, ‘an agency is
not free simply to disregard statutory re-
sponsibilities.” Therefore, if a statute were
enacted which prohibited appropriated funds
from being used for some specified purposes,
then the relevant funds would be unavailable
to be obligated or expended for those pur-
poses.”

Sessions’ team provided the CRS report—
which is not made public unless Members of
Congress who request such reports decide to
make them so—exclusively to Breitbart
News.

Rogers, last week—

And apparently it is talking about
House Appropriations Committee
Chairman Representative ROGERS.

Rogers, last week, argued that Congress
could not block funding for Obama’s execu-
tive amnesty because the agency that will be
printing the work authorization and other
documents for illegal aliens—U.S. Citizen-
ship and Immigration Services (USCIS)—op-
erates primarily on fees it collects rather
than from tax revenue collected by the Fed-
eral Government.

So, as I understand it, the Appropria-
tions Committee was concerned that
since the Citizenship and Immigration
Services, or CIS, gets a great deal of
their funds from fees, perhaps we
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couldn’t defund them. But the CIS re-
port goes on to say this:

A fee-funded agency or activity typically
refers to one in which the amounts appro-
priated by Congress for that agency or activ-
ity are derived from fees collected from some
external source. Importantly, amounts re-
ceived as fees by Federal agencies must still
be appropriated by Congress to that agency
in order to be available for obligation or ex-
penditure by the agency. In some cases, this
appropriation is provided through the annual
appropriations process. In other instances, it
is an appropriation that has been enacted
independently of the annual appropriations
process, such as a permanent appropriation
in an authorizing act. In either case, the
funds available to the agency through fee
collections would be subject to the same po-
tential restrictions imposed by Congress on
the use of its appropriations as any other
type of appropriated funds.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know that is a
long quote from CRS, but the bottom
line is right there at the end: It doesn’t
matter whether revenue is generated
through fees or whether it is a direct
appropriation. Congress has the au-
thority to restrict how that money is
spent.

Anyway, that is a very helpful CRS
opinion, and Matthew Boyle did a good
job of covering that.

But I also noticed an article by the
Twitchy Staff—that would be my dear
friend Michelle Malkin. She has a se-
ries of tweets that people have sent out
in response to the amnesty that this
President is going to provide and the
illegal right to work that is going to be
legalized by fiat by the President. This
is from November 20.

One tweet says:

Excellent point made on @TalkRadiol210.
Will all the immigrants who came here le-
gally get a refund from Obama for the fees
they had to pay?

Of course, the Labor Secretary Tom
Perez, previously with the Justice De-
partment when we saw racial relations
deteriorate dramatically, but Tom
Perez said in his tweet:

This is a moral imperative, a national se-
curity imperative and an economic impera-
tive.

He is talking about the need for the
President to act like a king and just
dictate new law and allow people who
are not allowed to work here legally to
work here legally, though it is against
the law.

Tony Pelz says:

@LaborSec are you going to refund all the
money I spent doing it legally? Huh? Huh?

Ben Shapiro says:

Our nanny is from Guatemala. She arrived
legally 5 years ago. Tomorrow, she takes her
citizenship oath. Boy, did she waste her
time.

Shar Viloria says:

Hey @BarackObama I want a refund of all
my legal fees plus 10 years’ worth of interest.
I have all the receipts. I came here legally.

Another tweet says:

My family has paid fees to the U.S. immi-
gration system and followed the law. I'd like
a refund, please.
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Another says:

So, who’s gonna refund the $18,000 I spent
to bring my wife here legally?
@BarackObama? @NancyPelosi?

There is another invoice apparently.
They are seeking a refund for all the
money they were out.

Another says:

Hey, you gonna chip in for my refund, for
doing it legally?

Another said:

Lots of dollars for husband to immigrate
to U.S. legally: attorney, mounds of paper-
work, interview, et cetera. Do we get a re-
fund now?

Another said:

So 5 million illegal immigrants get short-
cut visas. Do I get a refund of the $50,000 I
spent over 14 years legally becoming a cit-
izen?

A different person tweets:

My wife came here legally. If
#ObamaAmnesty happens, can we get a re-
fund for all the money we spent on her green
card application?

O 2045

Another says:

Does this act refund all the filing fees of
those legally at this time? Does it relieve us
sponsors of our legal obligations?

There are a lot of people that are
upset about this—and understand-
ably—because they went about becom-
ing citizens the right way.

My office continues to help people.
One worked for 7 years in order to get
admitted legally. We have had people
work for 10 years to get here legally
and be authorized legally. And the mes-
sage that is sent when a President just
by speaking new law into existence be-
cause he is not happy that Congress
didn’t do what he told them to, that
sends a message to those who abide by
the law, just as these tweets indicate,
that America, which has tried to be
fair across the board, fought against
the worst blot on American history—
slavery—fought for civil rights, and
now we are fighting to have the law
completely disregarded so that it is an
encouragement to people coming ille-
gally.

The word I was getting today from
law enforcement friends on the border
in Texas who are seeing the numbers
and the President’s promise of an ille-
gal amnesty is, once again, creating a
lure to people to come rushing illegally
into the United States. And I know
there are those that say, ‘“No, we have
got to make sure you have been here 5
years.”” How about that? Isn’t that
amazing?

The message of the President basi-
cally is, if you are really good at vio-
lating the law and you have been doing
it over 5 years, so you are a pro at vio-
lating our immigration law, we want
you to stay. We want you to work. You
are good at violating the law. On the
other hand, if you are new at violating
the law, we don’t want you here work-
ing.

So the question arises: If someone is
willing to break United States law to
come here illegally for whatever rea-
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son, whether it is a desire for a job, a
desire for benefits, a desire to come
here and hurt us, whatever their desire
they are willing to break the U.S. law
to come for, does anybody seriously
think that people that would break the
law—at least some of them—would not
be willing to sign a paper that says
they have been here for 5 years when
they haven’t, if they are told, ‘“You
sign this paper whether you know what
is on it or not.” Some don’t speak
English.

I have been out there, as you know,
Mr. Speaker, all hours of the day and
night on our border around the Rio
Grande. I have seen people come across
and look at the Xerox copy with some
mention of a country they are from.
They look at each other and say, ‘‘Oh,
here,” and they switch papers. They
don’t come with identification cards.
They don’t come with a government
driver’s license. They come with no le-
gitimate identification.

So as someone pointed out there in a
holding facility near the border, ‘“‘Gee,
that guy says he’s a teenager,” but you
rarely see beards that well developed
on somebody that is 15. So they can lie
about their age and there is no ques-
tion—some of them have—because they
have got no identification.

Of course, why would this adminis-
tration want to require any kind of
real identification to come into the
U.S.? We have the right to vote. This
administration has been fighting tooth
and nail, spending massive amounts of
money to fight any State that wanted
to just make sure that people were vot-
ing legally, lawfully, and they were the
person that they were representing
they were.

And some say, ‘“Well, it’s just ridicu-
lous to think there’s any fraud,” and
then you find out there are still people
in Louisiana telling Democrats to go
out and vote again. And that is why I
have, somewhat tongue-in-cheek, urged
my Republican friends that there is no
group, no matter that they vote tradi-
tionally well over 90 percent for Demo-
crats, we can’t just assume they should
always vote Democrats. We need to be
going after the deceased vote. Just be-
cause dead people may vote Repub-
lican, they shouldn’t always vote Dem-
ocrat after they pass away. Repub-
licans should have a share of those.

I know that people don’t always get
sarcasm around this town, but the fact
is there are plenty of people that cheat
the system, whether it is at voting,
whether it is at legalization, and that
is certainly going to happen when peo-
ple have nothing but their word to say
that they have been here for 5 years so
that the President, under the new law
he spoke into existence, can feel com-
forted that: Gee, they’ve been here 5
years. I'm comfortable they’re good at
violating the law, so I want them to
stay.

There is an article written by Bryan
Preston. It recommends watching a
clip from President Obama’s State of
the Union address in 2009. He says Rep-
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resentative JOE WILSON was finally vin-
dicated. But he points out:

Secretary of Health and Human Services
Secretary Sylvia Mathews Burwell held an
online chat with Latino bloggers on Novem-
ber 11, 2014. The bloggers asked Burwell
about ObamaCare benefits for ‘“‘mixed fami-
lies”’—families in which some are present in
the United States legally, while others are
not.

Burwell said that so-called “‘DREAMers,”’
people brought to the United States illegally
when they were children, are not eligible,
but she indicated that she and President
Obama would like to change that. Surely an-
other executive order cannot be far off.

But then she said ‘“‘mixed families should
come ... Everyone should come on, and
folks should not be scared. No questions will
be asked, and it is not about an immigration
issue.”

So if you come to get medical bene-
fits, the Secretary of Health and
Human Services is saying ‘‘no ques-
tions will be asked.”” How in the world
are they going to avoid violating the
law by providing medical care? Not
medical care—that is required for any-
body legally or illegally here—but in-
surance that the rest of America is
paying for.

This article points out that, despite
Secretary Burwell saying that:

‘““No questions will be asked, and it is not
about an immigration issue.”’

It is an immigration issue, and it’s a fiscal
issue, it’s a rule of law issue and a constitu-
tional order issue, but deeper than that, it is
an honesty issue.

American taxpayers, a majority of whom
never supported ObamaCare in the first
place, will now be forced to subsidize health
care for millions who are not even in the
country legally.

As part of my alternative health care
proposal I offered before ObamaCare
ever passed and became law, one of the
requirements would be to provide tem-
porary work visas when we need tem-
porary workers to harvest crops, what-
ever, but that doesn’t mean that the
rest of America should subsidize their
health care. In other words, if someone
wants to bring in people temporarily
under a temporary work visa, they
ought to be required to make sure that
they have health care. So either the
employer buys an umbrella health in-
surance policy for those while they are
temporarily here or the individuals
have to.

Some nations have started requiring
that before you can get a visa to come
in their country, since they are not
wealthy countries and they can’t afford
to be providing everybody in the world
free health care, if you want to come
into their country on a visa, you have
to show that you will be covered by
health insurance so they don’t have to
pick up the tab. That continues to be a
problem here, however.

An article from National Review On-
line, November 26, Peter Kirsanow,
says:

You've been working hard to support your
family, paying taxes—including Social Secu-
rity and Medicare taxes—for nearly 20 years.
Now you find out that 5 million illegal aliens
the President legalized with a stroke of a pen
will be eligible for Social Security, Medi-
care, and disability benefits—you know, the
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programs you’ve been supporting with your
tax dollars your entire working life.

The plant you’ve been working at most of
your career is considering layoffs and benefit
cuts due to the cost of new regulations im-
posed by bureaucrats who’ve never run so
much as a pop stand, and who know abso-
lutely nothing about your business. So your
employer is forced to hire cheaper labor and
is interviewing formerly illegal aliens to re-
place some of your coworkers, and maybe
you, because the company won’t have to pay
the $3,000 ObamaCare penalty on such illegal
aliens for not providing health care cov-
erage.

So, to keep your job, you try to make
yourself more valuable to the company by
getting additional training and skills at the
nearby college. But the school, supported by
your tax dollars, rejects your application in
favor of an illegal alien under the admission
office’s affirmative action program that
makes it 170 times more likely a preferred
minority will be admitted over you. He’ll
even get in-state tuition rates, as well as a
grant funded, in part, by your tax dollars.
And so what if that may be unconstitu-
tional? Indeed, you feel a bit chastened when
one of the school’s professors suggests you
might be racist for thinking this is all some-
what unfair.

You thought that, if push came to shove,
you could always get a job at your brother-
in-law’s tool and die shop over on West
Plymouth. But it got burned down when the
elected officials—to whom you’ve remitted
tens of thousands in tax dollars to protect
property, as well as dictate your toilet’s
water flow, failed to deploy sufficient law en-
forcement personnel to control the rioters
the very same elected officials elected to in-
flame.

Well, no worries. You’re pretty sure that,
much like your preternaturally serene neigh-
bor Julia, who never seems to have worked a
job in her entire life, you’ll be able to access
a variety of social benefits to keep your fam-
ily afloat. At least for a while. Admittedly,
you became a little nervous upon learning
that the newly ‘legal” immigrants could
drain the Treasury of nearly $2 trillion. But
hey, all the smart people in academia, Holly-
wood, and Washington say this is all good for
America. The fundamentally transformed
States of America.

Happy Thanksgiving.

And it is quite an interesting point
that my friends, my colleagues here
have been talking about the tremen-
dous problems in Missouri. I have
talked to too many minorities that
have had a tough time finding a job, a
tough time finding employment that
will pay them so they can live, help a
family live, and now they are going to
be competing with 5 million people who
didn’t even come into the country le-
gally.

But the national Chamber of Com-
merce wanted this. The superrich in
the country who, at least in the first 5
years of this administration—we
haven’t seen the number for the 6
years—for the first 5 years of this
President’s administration set a
record. Never before in the history of
the country has 95 percent of all in-
come in America gone to the top 1 per-
cent.
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Under President Obama and his poli-
cies, that happened.

People in this administration can
talk about the disparity between the
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poor and the rich and the unfairness to
the middle class. There just can’t be
much more unfair to the middle class,
more devastating to the middle class,
more devastating to the Nation’s poor
than to suddenly announce, you are
now going to compete with 5 million
people that are here illegally, that are
going to take jobs cheaper than you
would be willing to.

It is not that there are that many
jobs Americans won’t do, as we are
told. Under a free market system, it
costs the market whatever it takes to
get the legal workers to come work for
a living wage.

You wouldn’t have to have legisla-
tion about minimum wage if you
weren’t bringing in millions of people
illegally and causing them to compete
with people that are trying desperately
to find jobs, doing everything they can
to find jobs.

But we also know that for the first
time since President Carter, over 92
million people who could work, who are
over 16, could work, they have totally
given up working. They are not looking
anymore.

With this new 5 million people that
the President has, all of a sudden, with
the stroke of his wand, taken from ille-
gal status to legal status, and here are
your work papers—all that is illegal,
but he has done it, which should ulti-
mately drive another 5 million people
out of work, and either onto food
stamps, onto welfare.

So if the President has been upset
about being tied so much of this year
with Jimmy Carter’s numbers, over 92
million people that are not even look-
ing for work anymore, they have given
up hope, he won’t have to worry about
that. He will be in a league all his own
once he puts an additional 5 million
working Americans out of work as they
are displaced by people that are ille-
gally here willing to work cheaper.
Very, very tragic.

An article from Victor Davis Hanson:
“For Obama, inconvenient law is irrel-
evant law.”

He says:

There is a humane, transparent, truthful,
and constitutional way to address illegal im-
migration. Unfortunately, President
Obama’s unilateral plan to exempt millions
of residents from Federal immigration law is
none of those things. President Obama has
said he had to move now because of a daw-
dling Congress. He forgot to mention that
there were Democratic majorities in Con-
gress in 2009 and 2010, yet he did nothing, in
fear of punishment at the polls.

Nor did Obama push amnesty in 2011 or

2012, afraid of hurting his own reelection
chances. Worries over sabotaging Demo-
cratic chances in the 2014 midterm explain
his inaction from 2012 until now. He cer-
tainly wouldn’t have waited until 2015 to act
because Republicans will then control Con-
gress.
° Given that he has no more elections and
can claim no more lasting achievements,
Obama now sees amnesty as his last des-
perate chance at establishing some sort of
legacy.

Obama cited empathy for undocumented
immigrants.

Well, I have got that. I mean, most of
us do:
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But he expressed no such worry about the
hundreds of thousands of applicants who
wait for years in line, rather than simply il-
legally crossing the border.

Any would-be immigrant would have been
wiser to have broken rather than abided by
Federal laws. Citizens who knowingly offer
false information on Federal affidavits or
provide false Social Security numbers would
not receive the sort of amnesties likely to be
given to undocumented immigrants.

Obama has downplayed Americans’ worries
about social costs and competition for jobs,
but studies show illegal immigration has de-
pressed the wages of entry-level American
workers while making social services costly
for States and burdensome for U.S. citizens.

Obama says he has the legal authority to
rewrite immigration law without working
with Congress, yet, on more than 20 occa-
sions when it was politically inexpedient to
grant amnesties, Obama insisted he would
not, or that such a move was prohibited by
the Constitution.

President Obama not long ago warned us
about the dangers of granting amnesties by
fiat. This is President Obama: ‘‘The problem
is that I am President of the United States.
I am not the emperor of the United States.”

On another occasion, he lamented: ‘“Be-
lieve me, the idea of doing things on my own
is very tempting, but that is not how our
system works. That is not how our democ-
racy functions. That is not how our Con-
stitution is written.”

By setting aside settled immigration pol-
icy and ignoring statutes he finds inconven-
ient, President Obama has set a new prece-
dent that a President can arbitrarily declare
what is valid and what is not valid immigra-
tion law.

Should his successors make up their own
versions of any Federal statutes that they
choose, in areas ranging from abortion and
gun control to drug enforcement, environ-
mental protection?

And I would also add, heck, why not
throw in income tax? Just declare that
all the people that are going to vote for
you don’t have to pay income tax.

Why not?

All you have to do is say, I waited
and waited and Congress wouldn’t
allow my supporters to get away with
not paying income tax, so I waited long
enough. Here is the new law. My sup-
porters don’t pay income tax.

Then here’s another article from
Steve Dinan, in The Washington Times
from November 25:

Under the President’s new amnesty, busi-
nesses will have a $3,000-per-employee incen-
tive to hire illegal aliens over native-born
workers because of a quirk of ObamaCare.

President Obama’s temporary amnesty,
which lasts 3 years, declares up to 5 million
illegal immigrants to be lawfully in the
country and eligible for work permits, but it
still deems them ineligible for public bene-
fits such as buying insurance on
ObamaCare’s health care exchanges.

Under the Affordable Care Act, that means
businesses who hire them won’t have to pay
a penalty for not providing them health cov-
erage, making them $3,000 more attractive
than a similar, native-born worker, whom
the business, by law, would have to cover.

The loophole was confirmed by congres-
sional aides and drew condemnation from
those who said it put illegal immigrants
ahead of Americans in the job market.

“If it is true that the President’s actions
give employers a $3,000 incentive to hire
those who came here illegally, he has added
insult to injury.”
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That is a quote from Representative
LAMAR SMITH.

“The President’s actions would have just
moved those who came here illegally to the
front of the line, ahead of unemployed and
underemployed Americans.”

A Department of Homeland Security offi-
cial confirmed that the newly legalized im-
migrants won’t have access to ObamaCare,
which opens up the loophole for employers
looking to avoid that penalty.

Then Breitbart has an article regard-
ing Robert Rector, our friend at Herit-
age Foundation. ‘‘Amnestied Illegal
Immigrants Could Cost Taxpayers $2
Trillion Over Their Lifetime.” It is
dated 24 November.

Well, we do have this report from
CRS, Congressional Research Service,
and it looks like Congress should be
able, without any problem, to pass a
law that defunds any actions carrying
out the President’s illegal fiat that he
dictated.

I pulled language here—I have got a
great staff, very helpful—I got them to
pull this language from the law in 1974.
This was in the bill that limited the
funds that kept military in Vietnam,
and this was on a continuing resolu-
tion. This was kind of what we are
doing right here.

But in 1974, the post-Watergate,
Democratic majority in both houses
just decided, you know what?

We are going to stop Vietnam on a
dime. Never mind that there are people
who have been our allies that will be
murdered as soon as we pulled out.
Time to pull out.

No plan for a slow withdrawal. No
plan about leaving a stable govern-
ment. We are just pulling out all of a
sudden, and a million, 2 million people,
it is estimated, died.

This is how they do it. Section 108 of
this continuing resolution, in 1974, sim-
ply said:

Not withstanding any other provision of
law on or after August 15, 1973, no funds
herein or heretofore appropriated may be ob-
ligated or expended to finance, directly or
indirectly, combat activities by United
States military forces in or over, or from off
the shores of North Vietnam, South Viet-
nam, Laos, and Cambodia.

Boom, that stopped Vietnam. We can
do the same thing with the President’s
illegal law that he pronounced into
being.

And then, in 1984, we had a Demo-
cratic-controlled House and Senate.
They just decided they didn’t want
anybody providing funds to the Contras
that were fighting Communists just
south of the United States in Nica-
ragua, so here is the language, and I
am quoting. This was in the bill that
was signed October 12, 1984:

During fiscal year 1985, no funds available
to the Central Intelligence Agency, Depart-
ment of Defense, or any other agency or en-
tity of the United States involved in intel-
ligence activities may be obligated or ex-
pended for the purpose which would have the
effect of supporting, directly or indirectly,
military or paramilitary operations in Nica-
ragua by any nation, group, organization,
movement, or individual.

So we just take our language directly
from what the Democratic House and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Senate did in 1974, what they did in
1985, and do that to address what the
President has done, otherwise, fund
things I wouldn’t normally at all be in
favor of funding. But I think this is
such an important principle to saving
this little experiment in a democratic
Republic, it is worth doing.

Then I couldn’t help but note Kenric
Ward’s article, November 25:

More than a year after Watchdog reported
the IRS sent thousands of refunds to the tiny
town of Parksley, Virginia, a woman has
pleaded guilty to conspiracy and mail fraud.

Linda Avila admitted to obtaining more
than $7.2 million in refunds by exploiting the
Federal Government’s child tax credit pro-
gram. Avila filed more than 1,700 tax returns
with stolen identifications used by illegal
immigrants, mainly from Mexico.

The Virginian-Pilot reported that Avila,
50, operated a landscaping and cleaning busi-
ness in Parksley. Investigators found copies
of refund checks in amounts from $4,000 to
more than $7,000. The tax returns frequently
cited foreign dependents, which increased
the refund amounts.

Avila had the refunds mailed to various
post office boxes on the Eastern Shore and in
Delaware, according to court records. The
workers cashed the checks, turned over most
of the money to Avila, keeping a small fee
for themselves.

Avila, who remains free pending sen-
tencing in U.S. District Court on February
17, could not be reached for comment.
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There is a good chance that has been
going on in more than one place.

Then there is this article from Neil
Munro, today, December 1, entitled,
“Obama: Fund My Amnesty or I'll
Shut Down the Government.” It basi-
cally talks about that that is, indeed,
what the President is threatening to
do, ‘“You fund my illegal action when I
spoke new law into being and overrode
laws that were duly passed by the
House and Senate and passed by the
Congress and sent to the President.”’

The President signed it. He overrode
it just by himself. In essence, he is say-
ing, “If you don’t give me every dime I
want, along with funding my illegal ac-
tions, I am going to shut down the gov-
ernment.”

We have heard MITCH MCCONNELL say
it and JOHN BOEHNER say it. They don’t
want a shutdown. We don’t want a
shutdown. We also don’t want to fund
illegal activity.

We hope that the President is not
going to throw a hissy fit and shut
down the government because this is
about the Constitution. It is about fair-
ness under the law. It is about fairness
to people who came legally. It is about
fairness to the minorities who have an
unemployment rate through the roof,
and now, we are adding 5 million people
who are going to get to compete with
people who can’t find jobs or who are
underemployed as it is.

It is up to Congress to do the moral,
the legal thing, and force this Presi-
dent to work with Congress instead of
dictating to it.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will remind Members to refrain
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from engaging in personalities toward
the President.

———

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. ADERHOLT (at the request of Mr.
McCARTHY of California) for today on
account of a family illness.

———

ENROLLED BILLS AND A JOINT
RESOLUTION SIGNED

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly enrolled bills
and a joint resolution of the House of
the following titles, which were there-
upon signed by the Speaker pro tem-
pore, Mr. THORNBERRY, on November
21, 2014.

H.R. 4067. An act to provide for the exten-
sion of the enforcement instruction on super-
vision requirements for outpatient thera-
peutic services in critical access and small
rural hospitals through 2014.

H.R. 5441. An act to amend the Federal
charter of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of
the United States to reflect the service of
women in the Armed Forces of the United
States.

H.R. 5728. An act to amend the Commu-
nications Act of 1934 and title 17, United
States Code, to extend expiring provisions
relating to the retransmission of signals of
television broadcast stations, and for other
purposes.

H.J. Res. 129. Joint resolution appointing
the day for the convening of the first session
of the One Hundred Fourteenth Congress.

————

BILLS AND A JOINT RESOLUTION
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported that on November 24, 2014, she
presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bills and joint resolution:

H.R. 5441. To amend the Federal charter of
the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United
States to reflect the service of women in the
Armed Forces of the United States.

H.R. 5728. To amend the Communications
Act of 1934 and title 17, United States Code,
to extend expiring provisions relating to the
retransmission of signals of television broad-
cast stations, and for other purposes.

H.J. Res. 129. Appointing the day for the
convening of the first session of the One
Hundred Fourteenth Congress.

H.R. 4067. To provide for the extension of
the enforcement instruction on supervision
requirements for outpatient therapeutic
services in critical access and small rural
hospitals through 2014.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GOHMERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 16 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, December 2, 2014, at 10 a.m. for
morning-hour debate.
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EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the third and
fourth quarters of 2014, pursuant to Public Law 95-384, are as follows:

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, KIRSTEN GULLICKSON, EXPENDED BETWEEN AUG. 30 AND SEPT. 12, 2014

December 1, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Kirsten Gullick 8/30 9/12  ltaly 33,684.00 ..o 3,811.80 7,495.80
Committee total .....oooovveervriereicecrcceeriieeis v 3,084.00 ..o, 3,811.80 6,895.80

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3$600 returned to U.S. Treasury.
KIRSTEN GULLICKSON, Sept. 17, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, ROBERT KAREM, EXPENDED BETWEEN SEPT. 19 AND SEPT. 27, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Robert Karem 9/20 9/22  Israel 1,271.24 1,271.24
9/22 9/23  Jordan 429.13 429.13
9/23 9/25  UAE 886.10 886.10
9/25 9/27  France 1,401.60 1,401.60
Commercial airfare .. 9/19 9/27 14,694.30 14,694.30
Daniel Silverberg 9/21 9/22  lIsrael 635.62 635.62
9/22 9/23  Jordan 429.13 429.13
Commercial airfare ............ccccccccooevevevevicsciesecs 9/20 9/23 8,787.54 8,787.54
Committee total .....oeeeeeeeererrrissssrssseieicieens v 5,052.82 i 23,481.84 28,534.66

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
ROBERT S. KAREM, Oct. 28, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, THOMAS J. WICKHAM, EXPENDED BETWEEN OCT. 13 AND OCT. 16, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total

U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent

P currency 2 or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency currency currency currency
Thomas J. Wickh 1013 10/16 436.21 1464.05 793.08 843.70 1,229.29 1,307.75
Kirk Boyle 10/13 10/16 436.21 464.05 2,174.97 2,313.80 2,611.18 2,771.85
COMMIttEE tORal ...vovvvvevecercsiiviiererneccresiiens e L7218 L 3,157.50 4,085.60

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
THOMAS J. WICKHAM, Oct. 21, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Frank D. LUCAS ...cocovesevevieverernrreeesessssrnes 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.24 () 700.24
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 () 1,344.00
Hon. Richard Hudson .......c.cccoovervriverrcreenenes 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.24 (3) 700.24
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 (3) 1,344.00
John Goldberg 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.24 (3) 700.24
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 () 1,344.00
Mary Nowak 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.24 () 700.24
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 ) 1,344.00
Committee total ..o s 8,176.96 8,176.96

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
21f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

3 Military air transportation.

HON. FRANK D. LUCAS, Chairman, Oct. 27, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN
JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Donna Shahbaz 6/27 7/1 France 1,759.00
/1 13 Spain 594.00
Commercial @irfare ...........ccooovvcvmerviioemeiiiinis s 3,629.51
Sarah Young 6/27 11 France 1,759.00
/1 13 Spain 594.00
Commercial @irfare ...........cooerveirmmmermiiins cvvviirenies 3,391.32
Matt Washingt 6/27 7/1 France 1,759.00
711 13 Spain 594.00 2892 s s
Commercial @irfare ...........ccooovvcoeerviiommeiiiinis s 3,679.70
Hon. Adam Schiff ..o 6/29 6/30  Georgia 306.07
6/30 7/1 Azerbaijan 124.22
712 713 Moldova 218.00




H8214 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE December 1, 2014

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN
JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014—Continued

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Kay Granger ............coceeeemmmeemressmmnneennnes 7/11 7/14  Guatemal 649.00 365.84
/13 7/13  Honduras 0.00 107.19
Ground transportation 332.46
Hon. JOhn Carter ..........ccovocrvereeenncenreeineneenenes 7/14  Guatemal 649.00 365.84
7/13  Honduras 0.00 107.19
Ground transportation 332.46
Hon. Mario Diaz-Balart ..........cccccccoeueeemueierenercrecnnnnnns 7/14 G | 649.00 365.84
7/13  Honduras 0.00 107.19
Ground transportation 332.46
Hon. David Price ........cccccccovovevivieiessinmscscsencncnecninnes 7/14  Guatemal 649.00 365.84
7/13  Honduras 107.19
Ground transportation 332.46
Hon. Henry Cuellar ... 7/14  Guatemal 649.00 365.84
7/13  Honduras 107.19
Ground transportation .........ccocoeerrcsemriiinns e 332.46
Anne Marie ChOtVacs ............cocoovvvvvvvvvcveveveveniiiinnnns 7/11 7/14  Guatemal 649.00 365.84
713 7/13  Honduras 107.19
Ground transportation .........cooccoeervsemriciinns e 332.46
Ben Nicholson 7/11 7/14  Guatemal 649.00 365.84
7113 7/13  Honduras 107.19
Ground transportation .........cccoeervsemriiinns e 332.46
Steve Marches 7/11 7/14  Guatemal 649.00 365.84
713 7/13  Honduras 107.19
Ground transportation ... e 332.46
Clelia Alvarado 7/11 7/14  Guatemal 649.00 365.84
713 7/13  Honduras 107.19
Ground transportation .........ecccoeervsemriiinns e 332.46
Hon. Rodney Frelingh 8/7 8/10  Philippi 711.00 283.66
8/10 8/13  Indonesi 1,059.00 489.60
8/13 8/16  Singap 1,341.82 801.72
Commercial airfare . 15,688.90
Delegation costs . 44.95
Hon. Kay Granger ........coc.ooeeveemmmreemmmrssinsessessesns 8/1 8/10  Philippi 711.00 283.66
8/10 8/13  Indonesi 1,059.00 489.60
8/13 8/16  Singap 1,341.82 801.72
Commercial airfare 14,086.50
Delegation costs 44.95
Hon. Ken Calvert . 8/10  Philippi 711.00 283.66
8/10 8/13  Indonesi 1,059.00 489.60
8/13 8/15  Singap 894.54 801.72
Commercial airfare . 13,005.90
Delegation costs 44.95
Hon. James MOran .......co.c.ooeeveememrcenerrcrensesesnsiis 8/10  Philippi 711.00 283.66
8/13  Indonesi 1,059.00 489.60
8/16  Singap 1,341.82 801.72
Commercial airfare . . 15,688.90
Delegation costs . 44.95
Brooke Boyer 8/1 8/10  Philippi 711.00 283.66
8/10 8/13  Indonesi 1,059.00 489.60
8/13 8/16  Singap 1,341.82 801.72
Commercial airfare . 15,371.70
Delegation costs . 44.95
Jennifer Hing 8/1 8/10  Philippi 711.00 283.66
8/10 8/13  Indonesi 1,059.00 489.60
8/13 8/16  Singap 1,341.82 801.72
Commercial airfare . 15,020.10
Delegation costs . 44.95
Hon. Harold ROZErS ......ocoooeevvererrcveeerirenriieserii 8/9 8/12  United Kingdom 1,210.49 214.95
8/12 8/12  Belgium 87.39
8/12 8/15  Hungary 744.90 287.17
8/14 8/14  Croatia 4491
8/15 8/16  France 516.00 ... 127.09 . . 203.18
Hon. Steve WOMack ...........cooevveeemveverrirenriiisnriins 8/9 8/12  United Kingdom 1,210.49 214.95
8/12 8/12  Belgium 87.39
8/12 8/15  Hungary 744.90 287.17
8/14 8/14  Croatia 4491
8/15 8/16  France 516.00 . 127.09 s 203.18
Hon. Tom Cole 8/9 8/12  United Kingdom 1,210.49 214.95
8/12 8/12  Belgium 87.39
8/12 8/15  Hungary 744.90 287.17
8/14 8/14  Croatia 4491
8/15 8/16  France 516.00 . 127.09 s 203.18
Hon. Henry CUBHIAr ......ooovveereeereeeesreensesiis 8/9 8/12  United Kingdom 1,210.49 214.95
8/12 8/12  Belgium 87.39
8/12 8/15  Hungary 744.90 2871.17
8/14 8/14  Croatia 4491
8/15 8/16  France 516.00 .. 127.09 s 203.18
William Smith 8/9 8/12  United Kingdom 1,210.49 214.95
8/12 8/12  Belgium 87.39
8/12 8/15  Hungary 744.90 2871.17
8/14 8/14  Croatia 4491
8/15 8/16  France 516.00 .. 127.09 s 203.18
BG Wright 8/9 8/12  United Kingdom 1,210.49 214.95
8/12 8/12  Belgium 87.39
8/12 8/15  Hungary 744.90 2871.17
8/14 8/14  Croatia 4491
8/15 8/16  France 516.00 . 127.09 s 203.18
Julia Casey 8/9 8/12  United Kingdom 1,210.49 214.95
8/12 8/12  Belgium 87.39
8/12 8/15  Hungary 744.90 287.17
8/14 8/14  Croatia 4491
8/15 8/16  France 516.00 .. 127.09 s 203.18
Anne Marie ChOtvacs .......c....cooerveremrevisnrerreerirenens 8/9 8/12  United Kingdom 1,210.49 214.95
8/12 8/12  Belgium 87.39
8/12 8/15  Hungary 744.90 2871.17
8/14 8/14  Croatia 4491
8/15 8/16  France 516.00 . 127.09 s 203.18
Angela Ohm 8/9 8/12  United Kingdom 1,210.49 214.95
8/12 8/12  Belgium 87.39
8/12 8/15  Hungary 744.90 28717 s i
8/14 8/14  Croatia 4491
8/15 8/16  France 516.00 .. 127.09 s 20318 s i
Hon. Chris StEWart ...........ccccccocoevevmmsemmscncicrccccncnnnnns 8/28 8/29  Israel 1,000.00
8/30 8/31  Jordan 657.29

9 972 Egypt 709.00
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN

JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014—Continued

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2
9/4 Morocco 582.00
Jennifer Miller 8/5 Ukraine 735.55
8/7 R i 502.35 56.33 o e
8/10  Hungary 759.00
Commercial airfare 10,810.65
Parking 136.00
Mileage 68.32
Maureen Holohan ... 8/5 Ukraine 735.55
8/7 R i 502.35 56.33 o e
8/10  Hungary 759.00
Commercial airfare 9,822.25
Taxi/mileage 94.94
Thomas 0'Brien 8/19  Djibouti 341.00
8/22  Ethiopia 1,287.00
Commercial airfare 8,617.32
Elizabeth Bina 8/19  Djibouti 341.00
8/22  Ethiopia 1,287.00
Commercial airfare 8,617.32
Andrew Cooper 8/19  Djibouti 341.00
8/22  Ethiopia 1,287.00
Commercial airfare 8,617.32
Hon. Jack Kingston ... 8/13  New Zealand 700.24
8/17  Australia 1,344.00
Susan Adams 8/31  Norway 1,292.65
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreceeee 10,881.00
Jim Kuli i 8/27 8/31  Norway 1,292.65
Commercial @irfare ............ccooovvcoeervieemeiiienes cvverrie 7,102.50
Erin Kolodjeski 8/21 8/31  Norway 1,292.65
Commercial Qirfare .......c.coocoomvvmrcomninniinees e 10,881.00
Hon. Jack Kingston .........c.ccooevermmercoinerrissnniiesnriis 8/29 8/30  El Salvador 220.05 32719 e s
8/30 8/31  Honduras 234.00
8/31 9/1 Guatemal 220.10 15213 s i
Hon. Adam SChIff .......ccceeermrmmmmrrrsssrssserererereeeerernens 8/30 8/31  Tunisia 442.00
9/1 9/2 Morocco 586.00
93 9/6 Spain 1,406.00
Committee total .....oeeeveeeeeememreresersseieicieees e 75470.87 oo 180,537.80 e 20,941.45 e 276,950.12

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is

used, enter amount expended.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,

JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

HON. HAROLD ROGERS, Chairman, Oct. 30, 2014.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
v partu currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency? currency? currency
Visit to United Kingdom—June 29-July 2, 2014
Hon. Trent Franks ... 6/29 12 United Kingdom 558.00 558.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvcreceene 1,210.60 1,210.60
Andrew Walter 6/29 12 United Kingdom 559.00 559.00
Commercial @irfare .........cccocooceevemmmmmmmicicncees cveveeeeeeens 1,210.60 1,210.60
Visit to Kuwait, Qatar, Oman, Jordan—July 30—
August 8, 2014
Ryan Crumpler gﬁ i{ordan g%ggg g%gg(ﬂ]
uwait . i
8/7 Oman 393.00 393.00
8/7 Qatar 114.00 114.00
Commercial airfare 17,256.60 17,256.00
Jamie Lynch gﬁ kordan g%ggg 491%288
uwait . i
8/7 Oman 393.00 393.00
8/7 Qatar 114.00 114.00
Commercial airfare 17,579.60 17,579.60
Craig Greene gﬁ i{ordan g%ggg g%ggg
uwait . i
8/7 Oman 393.00 393.00
8/7 Qatar 114.00 114.00
Commercial airfare 17,256.60 17,256.60
Jack Schuler gﬁ i{ordan g%ggg g%ggg
uwait . X
8/7 Oman 393.00 393.00
8/7 Qatar 114.00 114.00
Commercial airfare 17,579.60 17,579.60
Vickie Plunkett 8/2 Jordan 102.00 102.00
8/4 Kuwait 610.00 610.00
B Gar 5 500
atar i i
Commercial Qirfare ..........cccocooeeeeevecneiiciens cvevreieenns 17,579.60 17,579.60
Visit to Philippines, Singapore, Viet Nam, Malay-
sia—July 31-August 9, 2014
Kari Bingen TYEIEr ............cceeeeuuueesesessssnenseseccccencnnens 352 g;g Sing %8388 %8%88
4 Philipp 70. 70.1
8/6 8/7 Malaysi 94.00 94.00
8/7 8/8 Viet Nam 98.00 98.00
Commercial @irfare ........ccooocemvcereeercveieies cveriienns 16,583.80 16,583.80
pout feaneet g w6 ohion 17000 17000
Philipp . .
8/6 8/7 Malaysi 94.00 94.00
8/7 8/8 Viet Nam 98.00 98.00
Commercial @irfare ........ccoooomvoercverceriiees v 16,583.80 16,583.80
petre ot g w6 ohion 17000 17000
8/6 8/7 Malaysi 94.00 94.00
8/7 8/8 Viet Nam 98.00 98.00
Commercial @irfare .........ccooooevvervvercerieies v 16,583.80 16,583.80
William Spencer Johnson .............c.coovwveveveveveenennnns gﬁ g% Singapo %%88 %%88
Philipp . .
8/6 8/7 Malay 94.00 94.00
8/7 8/8 Viet Nam 98.00 98.00
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Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee . Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
Arrival Departure
currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Commercial @irfare .........cccooevoerceercinieres cvverrens 16,583.80 16,583.80
Visit to China, Taiwan, South Korea, Japan—Au-
gust 2-12, 2014 )
Hon. Howard P. “Buck” McKeon ............cccocccovvvuvnc 8/4 8/6 China 659.39 659.39
8/6 8/7 Taiwan 169.08 169.08
8/7 8/10  South Korea 987.30 987.30
8/10 8/11  Japan 408.00 408.00
Hon. Mike MCINtYre .....o.ovvevreeerieriecieeeiesieeins 8/4 8/6 China
8/6 8/7 Taiwan
8/1 8/10  South Korea
8/10 8/11  Japan
Hon. Jackie Walorski . 8/4 8/6 China
8/6 8/7 Taiwan
8/7 8/10  South Korea
8/10 8/11  Japan
Hon. Steven Palazzo .........ccccccoccomcemncicncncccnecncnne 8/4 8/6 China
8/6 8/7 Taiwan
8/7 8/10  South Korea
8/10 8/11  Japan
Hon. Scott RIgell ....vveeeverereesercsessiseeseisesii 8/4 8/6 China
8/6 8/7 Taiwan
8/7 8/10  South Korea
8/10 8/11  Japan
Hon. Mike ROZEIS ....vvveervirereienrcesessisssseisssseinnns 8/4 8/6 China
8/7 Taiwan
8/10  South Korea
8/11  Japan
Robert L. Si 1 8/6 China
8/7 Taiwan
8/10  South Korea
8/11  Japan
David Sienicki 8/6 China
8/7 Taiwan
8/10  South Korea
8/11  Japan
Brian Garret 8/6 China
8/7 Taiwan
8/10  South Korea
8/11  Japan
Claude Chafin 8/6 China
8/7 Taiwan
gﬁ[l) South Korea
Japan
Delegation China 4,388.03 4,388.03
Delegation Taiwan 1,010.96 1,010.96
Delegation South Korea 5,971.63 5,971.63
Visit to Georgia, Germany, United Kingdom—Au-
gust 17-23, 2014
Jeanette James 8/17 8/18  Georgia 597.77 597.77
8/18 8/20  United Kingdom 519.83 519.83
8/20 8/23  Germany 862.00 862.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceeeieee 9,168.30 9,168.30
Debra Wada 8/17 8/18  Georgia 597.77 597.77
8/18 8/20  United Kingdom 517.08 517.08
8/20 8/23  Germany 842.00 842.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceeeinee 9,168.30 9,168.30
David Giachetti 8/17 8/18  Georgia 597.77 597.77
8/18 8/20  United Kingdom 517.08 517.08
8/20 8/23  Germany 842.00 842.00
Commercial airfare 9,168.30 9,168.30
Visit to Poland, Norway, Slovenia, Italy, Greece—
August 18-29, 2014
Kimberly Shaw 8/20  Norway 497.77 497.77
8/22  Poland 409.68 409.68
8/24  Greece 525.44 525.44
B iy 31031 31031
Italy . .
Commercial airfare 16,735.10 16,735.10
Ryan Crumpler 8/20  Norway 497.77 497.77
8/22  Poland 409.68 409.68
8/24  Greece 525.44 525.44
B iy 31031 31031
Italy . .
Commercial airfare 16,735.10 16,735.10
Jamie Lynch 8/20  Norway 497.77 497.77
8/22  Poland 409.68 409.68
8/24  Greece 525.44 525.44
B iy 31031 31031
Italy . .
Commercial airfare 16,735.10 16,735.10
Brian Garret 8/20  Norway 497.77 497.77
8/22  Poland 409.68 409.68
8/24  Greece 525.44 525.44
B ey 31031 31031
Italy . .
Commercial airfare 16,735.10 16,735.10
Delegation 8/24  Greece 529.24 .. 529.24
Delegation 8/26  Slovenia 307.15 307.15
Visit to Egypt, Israel, Jordan, Morocco—August ...
27-September 5, 2014
Hon. Howard P. “Buck” McKeon .............ccccoouvvven 8/28 8/30  Israel 720.00 720.00
8/30 9/1 Jordan 523.30 523.30
9/1 93 Egypt 525.00 525.00
93 9/5 Morocco 394.00 394.00
Hon. Jeff Miller 8/24 8/30  Israel 720.00 720.00
8/30 9/1 Jordan 523.30 523.30
9/1 9/3 Egypt 525.00 525.00
93 9/5 Morocco 394.00 394.00
Hon. Mike CONAWAY ..........ccooevevrmrereerrirnnriissnsiinns 8/24 8/30  Israel 720.00 720.00
8/30 9/1 Jordan 523.30 523.30
9/1 93 Egypt 525.00 525.00
93 9/5 Morocco 394.00 394.00
Hon. Vicky HartzIer ......oocoooevveeeereeresviisesessssis 8/24 8/30  Israel 720.00 720.00
8/30 9/1 Jordan 523.30 523.30
9/1 9/3 Egypt 525.00 525.00
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN

JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014—Continued

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee . Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
Arrival Departure
currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2
93 95 Morocco 394.00 394.00
Hon. Steven Palazzo ... 8/24 8/30  Israel 720.00 720.00
8/30 9/1 Jordan 523.30 523.30
9/1 9/3 Egypt 525.00 525.00
93 9/5 Morocco 394.00 394.00
Hon. Bradley BYrMe ............cooomeevvereemmmncerrerennerennens 8/24 8/30  Israel 720.00 720.00
8/30 9/1 Jordan 523.30 523.30
9/1 93 Egypt 525.00 525.00
93 9/5 Morocco 394.00 394.00
Robert L. Simmons, 11 .......cocccvevecsmscsnscsencncccenenins 8/24 8/30  Israel 720.00 720.00
8/30 91 Jordan 523.30 523.30
9/1 93 Egypt 525.00 525.00
93 95 Morocco 394.00 394.00
Alex Gallo 8/24 8/30  Israel 720.00 720.00
8/30 9/1 Jordan 523.30 523.30
9/1 93 Egypt 525.00 525.00
93 95 Morocco 394.00 394.00
Jaime Cheshire 8/24 8/30  Israel 720.00 720.00
8/30 9/1 Jordan 523.30 523.30
9/1 93 Egypt 525.00 525.00
9/3 9/5 Morocco 394.00 394.00
Visit to Tunisia, Morocco, Spain with CODEL ...
Kaine—August 30-September 7, 2014
Hon. Loretta Sanchez ..........cccooovmmcrrvcveinnerennnes 9/1 Tunisia 109.00 109.00
gﬁ gmpm 468.00 468.00
pain . .
Commercial airfare 320.90 320.90
Visit to Israel, Jordan, United Arab Emirates,
France ‘fl/ith STAFFDEL Karem—September 19—
Michael Casey 9/20 9/22  lIsrael 1,271.24 1,271.24
9/22 9/23  Jordan 429.13 429.13
Commercial @irfare ........oocooovvvommmrcinmrriiinis e 5,428.10 5,428.10
Kari Bingen TYer .....coovveeeoereeeieeeeeseeins 9/20 9/22  lIsrael 1,271.24 1,271.24
9/22 9/23  Jordan 429.13 429.13
9/23 9/25  United Arab Emirates ........e coercrerevinnnnns 1,084.10 1,084.10
9/25 9/27  France 1,351.60 1,351.60
Commercial @irfare ...........ococimcciiiies cvvveiienies 14,659.30 14,659.30
Visiztmto Jordan, Lebanon—September 22-26,
4
Peter Villano 9/23 9/25  Jordan 390.00 390.00
9/25 9/26  Lebanon 210.00 210.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceeceeee 7,545.00 7,545.00
Paul Arcangeli 9/23 9/25  Jordan 451.00 451.00
9/25 9/26  Lebanon 210.00 210.00
Commercial @irfare ........oocooovvvommmrcimmrciiinis e 7,545.00 7,545.00
Michael Casey 9/23 9/25  Jordan 390.00 390.00
9/25 9/26  Lebanon 210.00 210.00
Commercial @irfare ........oo..ccoovvvommmrvcimmeriinnns cerersei 7,545.00 7,545.00
Visit to Cuba—September 30, 2014
Hon. Joseph Heck 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Hon. Niki Tsongas 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Hon. Mike Conaway .. 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Hon. Jackie Speier 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Hon. Jackie Walorski . 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Hon. Bradley Byrne 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Hon. Vicki Hartzler 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Hon. Tulsi Gabbard .. 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Christopher J. Bright 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Elizabeth Conrad 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Heath Bope 9/16 9/16  Cuba
David Sienicki 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Cathryn Sendak .........ccocevveeeemererrveerrescrereeiierenennns 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Michael Amato 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Michael Casey 9/16 9/16  Cuba
William S. JORNSON <..cvveeeerrrereireecreriieerereeens 9/16 9/16  Cuba
Committee total ... v 59,22449 29380415 .o 11,899.86 oo 364,928.50

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. HOWARD P. “BUCK" MCKEON, Chairman, Oct. 31, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Lloyd DOgEett ......cooovvveveeieereeeereenreeseri 8/19 8/21  Poland 543.62 543.62
8/21 8/23  Lithuania 431.41 431.41
............. 2,644.50 2,644.50
Committee total .......coooooveerrcereercirciires cveeeiennns 975.03 2,644.50 3,619.53

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. PAUL RYAN, Chairman, Sept. 30, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND THE WORKFORCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED

BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2
Hon. Luke MESSEr ..........cccvcvciccrcsesscssscscsesencnecrecn 8/18 8/19  India 273.34 273.34
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Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2
8/19 8/21  Poland 271.81 271.84
8/21 8/23  Lithuania 603.41 603.41
8/14 8/23  Multiple 13,696.03 13,696.03
CommMittee total .....oeeeeeeeerererisssessssercrcieens v 1,148.56 oo 13,696.03 14,844.59

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. JOHN KLINE, Chairman, Oct. 21, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30,

2014
Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Joe Barton 8/8 8/11  The Republic of Korea ........... 987.30 oo 15,294.00 oo 2,213.31 18,494.62
8/12 8/16  The People’s Republic of China . 1,257.74 5,798.74 7,056.48
Hon. Marsha BIackburn ...........ccoocveomervensmrevinnrin 8/8 8/11  The Republic of Korea ........ 987.30 o 15,630.60 16,617.90
8/12 8/13  The People’s Republic of Ch 530.18 530.18
Hon. Leonard Lance ..........cccccoeveeeevomrienneisnioeeienns 8/8 8/11  The Republic of Korea ........... 987.30 s 14,230.50 15,217.80
8/12 8/16  The People’s Republic of China . 1,257.74 1,257.74
Brandon MOONEY ........ccrvevmmreermmrcenneressnnessssnsennnns 8/8 8/11  The Republic of Korea ........ 987.30 v 14,154.50 15,141.80
8/12 8/15  The People’s Republic of Ch 953.46 953.4
John Stone 8/8 8/11  The Republic of Korea ........ 987.30 oo 14,764.40 15,751.70
8/12 8/16  The People’s Republic of Ch 1,257.74 1,257.74
CommMittee total ..ooeveveeeeeererersressrssseieieieees v 10,193.36 oo 74,074.00 oo L3]S 92,279.42

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. FRED UPTON, Chairman, Oct. 30, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ETHICS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY, Chairman, Oct. 9, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Michele Bact 8/14 8/18  Beijing, China 1,282.18 () 1,282.18
8/18 8/19  Hong Kong, China 423.08 () 423.08
Hon. John Carmey .........coooeeveeemveereeeerieeeeeee s 8/29 8/30  El Salvador 180.05 (3) 180.05
8/30 8/31  Honduras 163.00 () 163.00
8/31 9/1 Guatemal 193.65 @) 193.65
Committee total .......cooooovverrcereercireines creeeiennns 2,241.96 2,241.96

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3Military air transportation
HON. JEB HENSARLING, Chairman, Oct. 31, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN
JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
p currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency? currency? currency? currency 2

Brent Woolfork 6/28 12 Kazakhstan 659.00 oo 8,921.70 9,580.70
112 715 Uzbekistan 563.00 563.00

Tom Hill 6/29 112 Egypt 801.00 319430 #1,258.00 oo 5,253.30
Evan McMullin 6/29 112 Egypt 801.00 3,229.50 4,030.50
Tim Mulvey 6/29 112 Egypt 801.00 3,229.50 4,030.50
Hon. lleana Ros-Lehtinen ........ccccccoovveiviecieiennnns 6/27 6/28  Israel 470.00 11,049.92 11,519.92
6/28 6/30  Jordan 700.00 700.00

6/30 113 Israel 1,360.00 1,360.00

Hon. Ted DEULCH .veeveveveeeeeermrmnmisessssssesereeeeeeeereenens 6/27 6/28  Israel 480.00 e 5,759.82 6,239.82
6/28 6/30  Jordan 700.0 700.00

6/30 713 Israel 1,400.00 1,400.00

Eddy Acevedo 6/27 6/28  Israel 440.00 ..o 10,999.92 11,439.92
6/28 6/30  Jordan 720.00 720.00

6/30 113 Israel 1,410.00 1,410.00

Casey Kustin 6/27 6/28  lIsrael 470.00 o 10,188.92 10,658.92
6/28 6/30  Jordan 690.00 690.00

6/30 13 Israel 1,420.00 1,420.00
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN
JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014—Continued

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency ? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Mark Walker 6/29 6/30  Honduras 236.00 s 1,096.10 oo *497.36 i 1,829.46
6/30 713 Guatemal 679.65 679.65
Eric Jacobstei 6/30 713 Guatemal 679.65 ... 743.60 1,423.25
Janice Kaguyutan 6/30 113 Guatemal. 679.65 743.60 1,423.25
Ramon Zertuche .. 6/30 13 Guatemal 679.65 751.10 1,430.75
Ari Fridman 6/30 12 Bahrain 627.30 3,594.00 *855.00 oo 5,076.30
112 713 Germany 335.00 335.00
Andrew Veprek 6/30 13 Bahrain 627.30 3,741.10 4,368.40
Hon. Dana Rohrabacher ... 6/26 13 Australia 1,374.00 16,108.40 .. . *9107.00 ... 26,589.40
Hon. Eliot Engel 6/29 12 Australia 1,031.00 12,188.50 13,219.50
Scott Cullinane 6/26 13 Australia 1,374.00 10,514.30 11,888.30
Doug Campbell 6/29 12 Australia 1,031.00 10,271.50 11,302.50
Hon. Eliot Engel 12 /5 Australia 894.00 9,917.30 10,811.30
715 1 New Zealand
Doug Campbell 12 15 Australia 894.00 i 8,155.80 9,049.80
715 1 New Zealand
Hon. Matt Salmon ..........ccccocevecevvcvevssmnscscncnccccecninn 7/11 7/14  Guatemal 639.87 s ) 639.87
7/13 7/13  Honduras
Hon. Steve Chabot ............cccccocccevevevscmmscicrcnccccicninn 8/18 8/19  India 21400 s 11,776.00 11,990.00
8/20 8/21  Poland 251.00 251.00
8/22 8/23  Lithuania 495.00 495.00
Kevin FItzpatrick ............ccccccoovccoeveimmssenscicncncccnicninn 8/18 8/19  India 22800 .. 11,154.83 11,378.83
8/20 8/21  Poland 261.00 261.00
8/22 8/23  Lithuania 490.00 490.00
Jackie Quinones 8/20 8/24  Kenya 1,420.00 o 12,725.40 14,145.40
8/24 8/26  South Sudan 180.00 180.00
8/26 8/27  Kenya .
Joan Condon 8/17 8/20  Niger 7,917.10
8/20 8/24  Mali
Worku Gachou 8/17 8/20  Niger 7,129.10
8/20 8/24  Mali
Jeff Dressler 8/26 8/29  Israel 6,292.92 *2,517.88
8/29 9/1 Jordan
Jessica Kahan 8/26 8/29  Israel 6,292.92
8/29 9/1 Jordan
Hon. Albio Sires 8/30 91 Tunisia ©)
9/1 93 Morocco
9/3 97 Spain
Hon. Juan Vargas ..........cccoooooooomemesmesmsmseemseeeeeeeeenees 8/30 9/1 Tunisia )
9/1 93 Morocco
9/3 97 Spain
Hon. Joseph Kennedy Il ....coeevvvvooeeerccrees 8/29 8/30  El Salvador ()
8/30 8/31  Honduras @)
8/31 9/1 Guatemal @)
Hon. Dana Rohrabacher .........ccccccccccouucicncncrcnecicincns 8/26 8/28  Austria 1247032 oo *2,367.02
8/29 8/31  Hungary
8/31 92 Israel
93 95 Kazakhstan *2,565.67
9/5 9/8 Russia *1,429.00
Hon. Gregory MeeKs ...........ooomeerveveemenncrrveriiinerennnes 8/21 8/28  Austria 16,289.24
8/29 8/31  Hungary
8/31 972 Israel
9/3 9/5 Kazakhstan
Paul Behrend 8/26 8/28  Austria 6,150.26
8/29 8/31  Hungary
8/31 92 Israel
93 95 Kazakhstan
9/5 9/8 Russia
Hon. Edward Royce ... 8/31 92 Israel 8,936.42 *17,115.56
Hon. Eliot Engel 8/24 8/30  England 9,876.42 2,684.05
8/30 9/2 Israel
Tom Sheehy 8/31 9/1 Israel 9,520.02
Mira Resnick 8/29 9/1 Israel 8,755.42
Matt Zweig 9/1 9/2 England 2,315.60 oo 35394 s 3,183.54
9/2 9/3 France 544.00
9/3 9/4 Germany 375.00
Thomas Alexand 9/1 9/2 England 2,315.60 2,829.60
9/2 93 France 544.00
9/3 9/4 Germany 375.00
Hon. Adam KinZzinger .........cccccccceeeeveemmsescnencnccccnennnns 9/24 9/28  Turkey 13,710.90 oo 172522 oo 16,471.62
9/27 9/27  Iraq
Hon. George Holding .........cooouevvvevemrieiieeienis 9/24 9/28  Turkey 13,710.90 14,696.40
9/27 9/27  lraq
Evan i 9/24 9/28  Turkey 1,002.50 e 13,710.90 14,713.40
9/27 9/27 lraq
Doug Campbell 9/24 9/28  Turkey 1,03550 e 13,710.90 14,746.40
9/27 9/27  lraq
Hon. Scott Perry 9/30 9/30  Guantanamo Bay, Cuba )
Committee total ......ocoeeeeeerrrririrersreicicieees e 6873417  ..ooveveveeieennns 329,160.05  ooovoveeeeeerennnns 2247570 oo 440,369.92

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3Military air transportation.
*Indicates Delegation Costs.
HON. EDWARD R. ROYCE, Chairman, Oct. 31, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
STAFFDEL Giaier:
Paul Anstine 8/18 8/20  United Arab Emirates ......cccccocies covevevevesneeis 1,266.00 1,266.00
8/20 8/21  Bahrain 364.23 364.23
8/21 8/23  United Kingdom 1,051.59 1,051.59
8/23 8/24  Belgium P30 [ S 18,634.50 19,366.26
Steven Giaier 8/18 8/20  United Arab Emirates ........cccceesworcveveveviriens 1,266.00 1,266.00
8/20 8/21  Bahrain 364.23 364.23

8/21 8/23  United Kingdom 1,051.59 1,051.59
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30,
2014—-Continued

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
8/23 8/24  Belgium P10 1 18,634.50 19,366.27
Jason Miller 8/18 8/20  United Arab Emirates ......ccccoveiees coevvvevenriecis 1,266.00 1,266.00
8/20 8/21  Bahrain 364.23 364.23
8/21 8/23  United Kingdom 1,051.59 1,051.59
8/23 8/24  Belgium 73176 s 18,634.50 19,366.26
Diana Bergwin 8/18 8/20  United Arab EMirates .........ccer coevveverrenecnnnns 1,266.00 1,266.00
8/20 8/21  Bahrain 364.22 364.22
8/21 8/23  United Kingdom 1,051.59 1,051.59
8/23 8/24  Belgium 73176 s 18,634.50 19,366.26
Hope Goins 8/18 8/20  United Arab EMIrates ... cevvrrsmseirsnnenns 1,266.00 1,266.00
8/20 8/21  Bahrain 364.22 364.22
8/21 8/23  United Kingdom 1,051.59 1,051.59
8/23 8/24  Belgium PO [ 18,634.50 19,366.26
Adam Comis 8/18 8/20  United Arab Emirates .... S . 1,266.00 1,266.00
8/20 8/21  Bahrain 364.22 364.22
8/21 8/23  United Kingdom 1,051.59 1,051.59
8/23 8/24  Belgium 73176 s 18,634.50 19,366.26
Miscellaneous staff delegation expenses ...... 8/18 8/19  United Arab Emirates 587.28 587.28
8/20 8/21  Bahrain 370.00 370.00
8/21 8/23  United Kingdom 2,560.00 2,560.00
CODEL McKEON
Hon. Eric SwWalWell ..o 8/28 8/30  Israel 720.00 (3) 720.00
8/30 9/1 Jordan 523.30 (;) 523.30
9/1 93 Egypt 525.00 () 525.00
9/3 9/5 Morocco 394.00 ®) 394.00
CODEL Lankford
Hon. Beto O'ROUTKE .....ooveecceeeeeee e 8/29 8/30  El Salvador 220.05 (3) 220.05
8/30 8/31  Honduras 234.00 () 234.00
8/31 9/1 G | 220.10 (3 220.10
Committee total ......ocoeeeeeerirririrersrrcicicieens e 2331791 s 111,807.00 oo 3517.28 e 138,642.19

Lper diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3 Military air transportation.
HON. MICHAEL T. MCCAUL, Chairman, Oct. 30, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. CANDICE S. MILLER, Chairman, Oct. 7, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

Hon. Bob Goodlatte 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 () 1,118.12 1,765.12
Hon. Pedro Pierluisi .. 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 () 1,118.12 1,765.12
Hon. George Holding . 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 () 1,118.12 1,765.12
Hon. Doug Collins 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 @) 1,118.12 1,765.12
Hon. Jason Smith 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 () 1,118.12 1,765.12
Shelley Husband .. 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 @) 1,118.12 1,765.12
Branden Ritchie 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 () 1,118.12 1,765.12
David Whitney 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 () 1,118.12 1,765.12
Pete Larkin 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 () 1,118.12 1,765.12
John Manning 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 () 1,118.12 1,765.12
Jason Everett 8/2 8/10  China 647.00 @) 1,118.12 1,765.12
Hon. Pedro Pierluisi ........ccccccccoocicieiucnnscicnnneecnecnenn 8/30 97 Tunisia 874.00 ... () 1,560.00 2,434.00

P Morocco ()
Spain ()
Committee total ... v 7,991.00 13,859.32 i 21,850.32

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
2Military air transportation.
HON. BOB GOODLATTE, Chairman, Oct. 30, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
v partu currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency? currency? currency
Hon. Doc HaStings ........o.....coommmrevevoeremneeerercsssenneenes 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.00 () 700.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 Q] 1,344.00
Hon. Doug Lamborm ............ccooeereveveeremmeeerercesseeneenes 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.00 () 700.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 Q] 1,344.00
Hon. John FIEMING ....covvvvveeeeeecrevcseeeeeeveeeeeeee 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.00 () 700.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 Q] 1,344.00
Hon. Gregorio Sablan ..........ccoooovevceveemeeevevciseeeneenns 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.00 () 700.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 Q] 1,344.00
Martin Doern 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.00 ) 700.00
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30,

2014—-Continued

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency? currency? currency? currency 2
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 (3 1,344.00
Tim Charters 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.00 () 700.00
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 ) 1,344.00
Delegation 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 4914 4914
8/13 8/17  Australia 21,415 21,415
Committee total ... v 12,264.00 26,329.00 ..o 38,593.00

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

(3) Military air transportation.

HON. DOC HASTINGS, Chairman, Oct. 29, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND

SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Depart Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
parture currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Darrell 1SSa .......c.ovveveeeeieeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeaans 717 7/18  El Salvador 221.00 s 2,170.00 2,391.00
7/18 7/19  Honduras 262.00 262.00
719 7/20  Guatemal 223.00 223.00
Hon. Stephen LYNCh ......cvvveereeeerceeeeieesesesiine 717 7/18  El Salvador 221.00 e 2,764.00 2,985.00
7/18 7/19  Honduras 262.00 262.00
7/19 7/20  Guatemal 223.00 223.00
Hon. Paul GOSAT .......rvvveeereerrevisirreerereesisereneees 111 7/18  El Salvador 221.00 e 2,764.00 2,985.00
7/18 7/19  Honduras 262.00 262.00
7/19 77120 G | 223.00 223.00
Hon. Blake Farenthold ........cccccccoooooevomseecreeeeerecrennens 717 7/18  El Salvador 22100 s 2,143.00 2,364.00
7/18 7/19  Honduras 262.00 262.00
7119 7/20  Guatemal 223.00 223.00
Hon. Kerry Bentivolio .........ccccooveeeeerinniinnirecis 77 7/18  El Salvador 221.00 s 2,764.00 2,985.00
7/18 7/19  Honduras 262.00 262.00
719 7/20  Guatemal 223.00 223.00
Rebecca Watking ..........cccccvcveceevevmmssenscicncncccnicnnnns 717 7/18  El Salvador 22100 s 1,390.00 1,611.00
7/18 7/19  Honduras 262.00 262.00
7/19 7/20  Guatemal 223.00 223.00
Ashok Pinto 111 7/18  El Salvador 221.00 e 2,759.00 2,980.00
7/18 7/19  Honduras 262.00 262.00
7/19 7720 G | 223.00 223.00
Bruce Fernandez ............cooooveeeeeeeeeeeneeeeeeeeeenenne 717 7/18  El Salvador 221.00 . 1,390.00 1,611.00
7/18 7/19  Honduras 262.00 262.00
7119 7/20  Guatemal 223.00 223.00
Ellen Dargie 717 7/18  El Salvador 22100 s 1,390.00 1,611.00
7/18 7/19  Honduras 262.00 262.00
19 7/20  Guatemal 223.00 223.00
Delegation EXPENSES ..........ccoovvveieervimmriiiinnis e 19,594.00 v 19,594.00
Hon. Darrell 1S58 .......coceeeeeeemmmeresesssessescrenececeeneenens 8/16 8/18  Egypt 534.00 i 9,626.00 10,160.00
8/18 8/20  Jordan 711.00 711.00
8/20 8/21  lsrael 520.00 520.00
Brien Beattie 8/16 8/18  Egypt 534.00 s 9,626.00 10,160.00
8/18 8/20  Jordan 711.00 711.00
8/20 8/21  Israel 520.00 520.00
Tyler Grimm 8/16 8/18  Egypt 534.00 9,626.00 10,160.00
8/18 8/20  Jordan 711.00 711.00
8/20 8/21  Israel 520.00 520.00
Delegation eXPenSeS .........coocorvoereemricircienies v 4601.00 .o 4,601.00
Hon. James Lankford ...........ccoccoveveermmmererevunrnnnennnes 8/29 8/30  El Salvador 170.00 170.00
8/30 8/31  Honduras 181.00 181.00
8/31 9/1 G | 161.00 161.00
Hon. Rob Wo0dall .........ccceeuemmmmiesesssensesereneceneerennes 8/29 8/30  El Salvador 220.00 220.00
8/30 8/31  Honduras 234.00 234.00
8/31 9/1 Guatemal 222.00 222.00
Hon. Pat Meehan ... 8/29 8/30  El Salvador 220.00 220.00
8/30 8/31  Honduras 234.00 234.00
8/31 9/1 Guatemal 222.00 222.00
Sang Yi 8/29 8/30  El Salvador 220.00 220.00
8/30 8/31  Honduras 234.00 234.00
8/31 9/1 Guatemal 222.00 222.00
Delegation eXPENSES .........ccocomvvereemriiieiiienies v 7,359.00 i 7,359.00
Committee total ........coeeeeeemrirereriissiricicicees v 14,189.00 .o 48,412.00 oo 31,554.00 oo 94,155.00

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. DARRELL E. ISSA, Chairman, Oct. 31, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON RULES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency 2 currency 2
Hon. Rob W00dall ........ccceeeumrmmmmresssenseserecenenerennens 8/11 8/13  New Zealand 700.24 (3 700.24
8/13 8/17  Australia 1,344.00 (3 1,344.00
Committee total .......ccocooveveercrieccciieeies v 2,044.24 2,044.24

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

3Military air transportation.

HON. PETE SESSIONS, Chairman, Oct. 14, 2014.
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECHNOLOGY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND
SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

Lper diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. LAMAR SMITH, Chairman, Oct. 1, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. David Schweikert 6/28 6/30  Georgia 510.00 () 510.00
6/30 112 Azerbaijan 819.01 () 819.01
112 13 Moldova 218.00 ) 218.00
Committee total ..o e 1,547.01 1,547.01

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3Military air transportation.
HON. SAM GRAVES, Chairman, Sept. 24, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency? currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
HON. JEFF MILLER, Chairman, Oct. 28, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Arrival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency 2 currency? currency 2
Angela Ellard 1/6 79 Canada 825.00 985.30 1,810.30
Katherine Tai 7/6 719 Canada 825.00 985.30 1,810.30
Angela Ellard 92 9/6 Vietnam 1,108.54 19,027.00 oo 657.35 e 20,792.89
Jason Kearns 9/5 9/10  Vietnam 1,662.80 12,173.70 13,836.50
Stephen Claeys 9/5 9/10  Vietnam 1,166.67 . 10,470.00 11,636.67
Hon. Jim Gerlach 9/30 9/30  Cuba @)
CommMittee total ..ooeveveeeeeeeeremriressrssseiereieees v 558801 i LY ) (Y J— 49,886.66

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.
2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
3 Military air transportation.
HON. DAVE CAMP, Chairman, Oct. XX, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND
SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee . Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
Arrival Departure
currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Katie Wheelbarger ...........cooeoeveereeeervesersnieeisnns 6/30 12 Africa 971.65
112 /4 Africa 307.45
/4 /5 Africa 744.00

Commercial @irfare .........ccooooevcerconcieieies cvvereennns 13,067.50 15,090.60
Jim Hildebrand 6/30 112 Africa 971.65
112 7/4 Africa 307.45
/4 715 Africa 744.00

Commercial Qirfare ..........cccoooeevveemcecieiens ceereeeenns 13.067.50 15,090.60
Nate Hauser 6/30 112 Africa 971.65
112 7/4 Africa 307.45
/4 /5 Africa 744.00

Commercial Qirfare ..........cccoooeevveemieciciens ceerreeenns 13,067.50 15,090.60
Carly Blake 6/30 12 Africa 971.65
112 /4 Africa 307.45
/4 /5 Africa 744.00

Commercial Qirfare ..........cccoooeeveceieciciens ceereeieenns 13,067.50 15,090.60
Hon. Devin NUNES ......cooeverreeerireiesieseiesee s 8/2 8/4 Europe 698.52
8/4 8/6 Europe 516.00
8/6 8/8 Europe 438.89
8/8 8/10  Europe 274.34
8/10 8/13  Europe 1,175.00
8/13 8/16  Europe 1,719.00

Commercial Qirfare ..........cccoooeeeveremceiiciens ceeveeenins 9,498.80 14,370.55
Frank Garcia 8/2 8/4 Europe 698.52

8/4 8/6 Europe 516.00




December 1, 2014

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND

SEPT. 30, 2014—Continued

H8223

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or U.S. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
8/6 8/8 Europe 488.89
8/10  Europe 274.34
Blo  Eiron 171800
urope ,719.
Commercial airfare 9,498.80 14,370.55
Bob Minehart 8/4 Europe 698.52
8/6 Europe 516.00
8/8 Europe 488.89
8/10  Europe 274.34
B Euoe it
Europe 719,
Commercial airfare 9,498.80 14,370.55
Shannon Stuart 8/16  Europe 2,865.02
Commercial airfare 1,149.20 4,014.22
Jim Hildebrand 8/5 South America 528.00
8/7 South America 764.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeceeee 2,990.60 4,282.60
Amanda Rogers ThOMPE .....ovvveerveveerrerrnrereniereens 8/3 8/5 South America 528.00
8/5 8/7 South America 764.00
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeceeee 2,990.60 4,282.60
Hon. Michele Bachmann .........cccccccoocooucvcncncncnecnnnnn 8/3 8/6 Asia 1,036.00
8/6 8/7 Europe 360.24
8/7 8/9 Middle East 710.20
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeceee 13,374.00 15,480.44
Tom Corcoran 8/3 8/6 Asia 1,036.00
8/6 8/7 Europe 360.24
8/7 8/9 Middle East 710.20
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeceeee 13,404.00 15,510.44
Lisa Major 8/3 8/6 Asia 1,036.00
8/6 8/7 Europe 360.24
8/7 8/9 Middle East 710.20
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceeceee 13,404.00 15,510.44
Carly Blake g;g gfﬁ Asia 132820
7 Europe .24
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreeeeee 13,404.00 14,800.24
Hon. Lynn A. Westmoreland .. 8/10 8/13  Africa 709.00
gp gﬂg Middle East 43888
5 Asia 430.
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceeeeeee 14,738.90 16,297.90
Nate Hauser 8/10 8/13  Africa 709.00
%3 gﬂg Middle East 45888
5 Asia 430.
Commercial airfare ... cvevceeenee 10,589.00 12,148.00
Rachel Wilson 8/10 8/13  Africa 709.00
gﬁ3 gﬂg Middle East 45888
5 Asia 430.
Commercial airfare ... cvevcreeeeee 10,589.00 12,148.00
Linda Cohen 8/10 8/13  Africa 709.00
gﬂg Middle East 45888
Asia 430.
Commercial airfare 10,589.00 12,148.00
Katie Wheelbarger ............coooevvrmemveenerrirenresisnriis 8/14  Middle East 1,023.00
8/16  Middle East 910.00
8/18  Middle East 1,096.00
8/19  Middle East 396.00
Commercial airfare 14,311.60 17,736.60
Michael Ellis 8/14  Middle East 1,023.00
8/16  Middle East 910.00
8/18  Middle East 1,096.00
¢ y 8/19  Middle East 396.00
ommercial airfare
Chelsey Campbell 8/14  Middle East 1,023.00 14,311.60 17,736.60
8/16  Middle East 910.00
Commercial airfare 11,486.50 13,419.50
Geof Kahn 8/14  Middle East 1,023.00
8/16  Middle East 910.00
Commercial airfare 12,422.50 14,355.50
Carly Blake 8/14  Middle East 1,023.00
8/16  Middle East 910.00
Commercial airfare 12,422.50 14,355.50
Andy Keiser 8/19  Europe 253.00
gg% Europe 210.88
Europe 71.
Commercial airfare 12,926.90 13,966.90
Darren Dick 8/19  Europe 253.00
8/21  Europe 510.00
8/22  Europe 271.00
Bor e 145384
Europe ,493.84
Commercial airfare 15,106.90 18,040.74
Sarah Geffroy 8/19  Europe 253.00
8/21  Europe 510.00
8/22  Europe 271.00
Bor e 146384
Europe ,493.84
Commercial airfare 15,106.90 18,040.74
Michael Bahar 8/19  Europe 253.00
8/21  Europe 510.00
i il
Europe ,493.84
Commercial airfare ... cvevcveenee 12,926.90 15,460.74
Hon. Frank A. LOBIONO ..........cccoceevermmscicncrcccnccninn 8/19 8/20  Africa 312.62
8/20 8/21  Africa 154.00
8/21 8/24  Africa 680.00
8/24 8/26  Africa 790.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceeeeee 7,151.42 9,688.04
Frank Garcia 8/19 8/20  Africa 312.62
8/20 8/21  Africa 154.00
8/21 8/24  Africa 680.00
8/24 8/26  Africa 790.00
Commercial airfare ... cvvvceeceeee 7,151.42 9,688.04
Katie Wheelbarger ............coooeveomemrceoneerirenreeissssiis 9/20 9/22  Middle East 795.62
9/22 9/23  Middle East 404.13
9/23 9/25  Middle East 710.05
9/25 9/27  Europe 835.80
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, PERMANENT SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND

SEPT. 30, 2014—Continued

Date Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
v partu currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency? currency? currency? currency

Commercial airfare 14,659.30 17,404.90
Hon. Mike ROEIS .......oeecvvveeeeieerieeessieesessssii 9/27  East Asia 1,042.00

16,862.00 17,904.00
Darren Dick 9/27  East Asia 1,042.00

Commercial airfare 16,862.00 17,904.00
Geof Kahn 9/27  East Asia 1,042.00

Commercial airfare 16,862.00 17,904.00
Hon. C. A. Dutch Ruppersberger ... 9/23  Southeast Asia 377.00
9/27  Southeast Asia 1,088.00

Commercial airfare 9,701.18 11,166.18
Heather Molino 9/23  Southeast Asia 377.00
9/27  Southeast Asia 1,088.00

Commercial @irfare .........ccocooevcerconcinieiees cveeriinnns 9,701.18 11,166.18
Bob Minehart 9/22 9/23  Southeast Asia 377.00
9/23 9/27  Southeast Asia 1,088.00

Commercial @irfare ........ccooooevcerconrcieieiees cveereinnns 9,701.18 11,166.18

Committee total ... e 7418157 i 418,862.68 497,201.27

LPer diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.
Note: In accordance with title 22, United States Code, Section 1754(b)(2), information as would identify the foreign countries in which Committee Members and staff have traveled is omitted.

HON. MIKE ROGERS, Chairman, Oct. 31, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE EVENTS SURROUNDING THE 2012 TERRORIST ATTACK IN BENGHAZI, HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
Count U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Y Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES

Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at the right to so indicate and return.

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. TREY GOWDY, Chairman, Oct. 7, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, JOINT COMMITTEE ON TAXATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date

Name of Member or employee

Arrival Departure

Per diem! Transportation Other purposes Total
Count U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Y Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.
currency? currency? currency? currency 2

HOUSE COMMITTEES

Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at the right to so indicate and return.

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

HON. DAVE CAMP, Vice Chairman, Oct. 8, 2014.

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1

AND SEPT. 30, 2014

Date Per diem ! Transportation Other purposes Total
U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar U.S. dollar
Name of Member or employee Artival Departure Country Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent Foreign equivalent
P currency or US. currency or US. currency or US. currency or US.

currency 2 currency 2 currency? currency 2
Hon. Christopher H. Smith ... 6/27 112 Azerbaijan 1,554.05 14,548.80 16,102.85
8/28 9/1 Italy 736.00 2,425.10 3,161.10
Hon. Robert B. Aderholt ..........ccooovemerversrrerrisrrins 6/29 6/30  Georgia 306.07 306.07
6/30 112 Azerbaijan 124.22 724.22
112 713 Moldova 218.00 218.00
Hon. John Phillip GINGIEY ..ouvverereeerrerenreesenrinnnns 6/29 6/30  Georgia 306.07 306.07
6/30 112 Azerbaijan 124.22 724.22
112 13 Moldova 218.00 218.00
Mark Milosch 6/27 112 Azerbaijan 1,623.55 i 9,479.20 11,102.75
112 13 Moldova 218.00 218.00
Committee total ... v 6,628.18 ... 26,453.10 33,081.28

1Per diem constitutes lodging and meals.

2|f foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

8114. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, Co-Chairman, Oct. 26, 2014.

e ——————

tion 204(c) of the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and
pursuant to Executive Order 13313 of July 31,
2003, a six-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to Burma
that was declared in Executive Order 13047 of
May 20, 1997; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

8115. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-

quired by section 401(c) of the National
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and
pursuant to Executive Order 13313 of July 31,
2003, a six-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to the sta-
bilization of Iraq that was declared in Execu-
tive Order 13303 of May 22, 2003; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.
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8116. A letter from the Chairman, Council
of the District of Columbia, transmitting
Transmittal of D.C. Act 20-426, ‘“‘“Wage Theft
Prevention Act of 2014”; to the Committee
on Oversight and Government Reform.

8117. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
for Legislative Affairs, Department of Home-
land Security, transmitting a report on Ad-
justments of Status Granted Under Section
13 of the Act of September 11, 1957; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

8118. A letter from the National Adjutant,
Chief Executive Officer, Disabled American
Veterans, transmitting the 2014 National
Convention Proceedings Of The Disabled
American Veterans; (H. Doc. No. 113-175); to
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs and or-
dered to be printed.

8119. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service,
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Bal-
anced System for Measuring Organizational
and Employee Performance Within the Inter-
nal Revenue Service [TD 9703] (RIN: 1545-
BL89) received November 25, 2014, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

8120. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations Branch, Internal Revenue
Service, transmitting the Service’s final rule
— Applicable Federal Rates — December 2014
(Rev. Rul. 2014-31) received November 25,
2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

8121. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service,
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Min-
imum Essential Coverage and Other Rules
Regarding the Shared Responsibility Pay-
ment for Individuals [TD 9705] (RIN: 1545-
BLO91) received November 25, 2014, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

8122. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service,
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Rev-
enue Procedure Providing Indexing Under
Section 36B and Section 5000A (2016) (Rev.
Proc. 2014-62) received November 25, 2014,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

8123. A letter from the Chief, Publications
and Regulations, Internal Revenue Service,
transmitting the Service’s final rule — Indi-
vidual Shared Responsibility Payment Hard-
ship Exemptions that May Be Claimed on a
Federal Income Tax Return Without Obtain-
ing a Hardship Exemption Certification from
the Marketplace [Notice 2014-76] received No-
vember 25, 2014, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

————

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. SHUSTER: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 5449. A bill to
reauthorize Federal support for passenger
rail programs, and for other purposes; with
amendments (Rept. 113-629). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. GOODLATTE: Committee on the Judi-
ciary. H.R. 5421. A bill to amend title 11 of
the United States Code in order to facilitate
the resolution of an insolvent financial insti-
tution in bankruptcy (Rept. 113-630). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Natural Resources. H.R. 5050. A bill to re-
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peal the Act of May 31, 1918, and for other
purposes (Rept. 113-631). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Natural Resources. H.R. 2455. A Dbill to
provide for the sale or transfer of certain
Federal lands in Nevada, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 113-632).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Natural Resources. H.R. 3572. A bill to re-
vise the boundaries of certain John H. Chafee
Coastal Barrier Resources System units in
North Carolina; with an amendment (Rept.
113-633). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Natural Resources. H.R. 277. A bill to re-
vise the boundaries of John H. Chafee Coast-
al Barrier Resources System Sachuest Point
Unit RI-04P, Easton Beach Unit RI-05P,
Almy Pond Unit RI-06, and Hazards Beach
Unit RI-07 in Rhode Island; with an amend-
ment (Rept. 113-634). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Natural Resources. H.R. 1810. A bill to re-
vise the boundaries of John H. Chafee Coast-
al Barrier Resources System Gasparilla Is-
land Unit in Florida (Rept. 113-635). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Natural Resources. H.R. 3226. A bill to re-
move from the John H. Chafee Coastal Bar-
rier Resources System certain properties in
South Carolina; with an amendment (Rept.
113-636). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Natural Resources. H.R. 3227. A bill to re-
move from the John H. Chafee Coastal Bar-
rier Resources System certain properties in
South Carolina; with an amendment (Rept.
113-637). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Natural Resources. H.R. 4924. A bill to di-
rect the Secretary of the Interior to enter
into the Big Sandy River-Plant Ranch Water
Rights Settlement Agreement and the
Hualapai Tribe Bill Williams River Water
Rights Settlement Agreement, to provide for
the lease of certain land located within
Plant Ranch on the Bill Williams River in
the State of Arizona to benefit the Lower
Colorado River Multi-Species Conservation
Program, and to provide for the settlement
of specific water rights claims in the Bill
Williams River watershed in the State of Ar-
izona; with an amendment (Rept. 113-638).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington: Committee
on Natural Resources. H.R. 5049. A bill to ex-
change trust and fee land to resolve land dis-
putes created by the realignment of the
Blackfoot River along the boundary of the
Fort Hall Indian Reservation, and for other
purposes (Rept. 113-639). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union.

————

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public
bills and resolutions of the following
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows:

By Mr. HUNTER (for himself, Mr. SHU-
STER, Mr. RAHALL, and Mr.
GARAMENDI):

H.R. 5769. A bill to authorize appropria-
tions for the Coast Guard for fiscal year 2015,
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and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure.
By Mr. MEEKS (for himself, Mr. KING
of New York, and Mr. GRIMM):

H.R. 5770. A bill to amend the Disaster As-
sistance Recoupment Fairness Act of 2011 to
extend authority granted to the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency to waive certain debts relating
to disaster assistance provided to individuals
and households, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure.

By Mr. CAMP:

H.R. 5771. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring
provisions and make technical corrections,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Education and the Workforce,
and the Budget, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each
case for consideration of such provisions as
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee
concerned.

By Mr. CONNOLLY:

H.R. 5772. A bill to amend section 552a of
title 5, United States Code, to unequivocally
authorize an award of provable damages, in-
cluding damages that are not pecuniary
damages; to the Committee on Oversight and
Government Reform, and in addition to the
Committee on the Judiciary, for a period to
be subsequently determined by the Speaker,
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Mr. CROWLEY:

H.R. 5773. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 and the Employee Retire-
ment Income Security Act of 1974 to extend
certain provisions relating to multiemployer
defined benefit pension plans; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce, and
in addition to the Committee on Ways and
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned.

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas:

H.R. 5774. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial Security Act to prohibit the assignment
of social security account numbers to cer-
tain individuals seeking employment in the
United States, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania (for
himself and Mr. KIND):

H.R. 5775. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to extend certain expiring
energy tax incentives; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. PERLMUTTER (for himself and
Mr. STIVERS):

H.R. 5776. A Dbill to allow reviews of certain
families’ incomes every 3 years for purposes
of determining eligibility for certain Federal
assisted housing programs; to the Committee
on Financial Services.

By Mr. STOCKMAN:

H.R. 5T7717. A bill to protect
cryptocurrencies; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, for a period to be
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the
committee concerned.

By Ms. WILSON of Florida:

H.R. 5778. A bill to support stabilization
and lasting peace in northeast Nigeria and
areas affected by Boko Haram through devel-
opment of a regional strategy to support
multilateral efforts to successfully protect
civilians and eliminate the threat posed by
Boko Haram, to support efforts to rescue fe-
male students abducted in Nigeria on April
14, 2014, as well as other kidnapping victims
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of Boko Haram, and to provide funds for hu-
manitarian relief, development programs,
transitional justice, and victim support, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

———

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY
STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or
joint resolution.

By Mr. HUNTER:

H.R. 5769.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution.

By Mr. MEEKS:

H.R. 5770.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1 Section 8 of the United States
Constitution.

By Mr. CAMP:

H.R. 5771.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, section 8, clauses 1 and 18 of the
United States Constitution.

By Mr. CONNOLLY:

H.R. 5772.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, of The Con-
stitution of the United States of America

By Mr. CROWLEY:

H.R. 5773.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause I of the United
States Constitution, to ‘“‘provide for the com-
mon Defence and general Welfare of the
United States.”

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas:

H.R. 5774.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 5775.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

The Congress enacts this bill pursuant to
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article I of the
United States Constitution.

By Mr. PERLMUTTER:

H.R. 5776.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of
the United States

By Mr. STOCKMAN:

H.R. 5777.

Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:

Article I, Section 8, Clause 1.

““The Congress shall have Power To lay and
collect Taxes”
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By Ms. WILSON of Florida:
H.R. 5778.
Congress has the power to enact this legis-
lation pursuant to the following:
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 and Article 1,
Section 8, Clause 18.

———————

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows:

H.R. 366: Mr. SWALWELL of California.

H.R. 482: Ms. TSONGAS.

H.R. 543: Mr. HECK of Washington and Ms.
MATSUL

H.R. 1008:

H.R. 1015:
Mr. COLE.

H.R. 1074:

H.R. 1084:

H.R. 1094:

H.R. 1125:

H.R. 1141:

H.R. 1518:

Mr.
Mr.

HECK of Washington.
FLORES, Mr. MCNERNEY, and

Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

WELCH.

TSONGAS.

HECK of Washington.
WELCH.

HECK of Washington.
Mr. BRAT.

. 1821: Ms. MENG.

. 1981: Mr. TAKANO and Mr. MEEKS.
. 2123: Mrs. BLACKBURN.

. 2663: Mr. SWALWELL of California.
H.R. 2788: Mr. PALLONE and
LOWENTHAL.
H.R. 2852:
H.R. 2975:
H.R. 2976:
H.R. 3116:
H.R. 3600:
H.R. 3636:

Mr.

Mr. CICILLINE.
Ms. KAPTUR.
Ms. KAPTUR.
Mr. WILSON of South Carolina.
Mr. HECK of Washington.
Mr. PETRI.
H.R. 3877: Mr. FITZPATRICK.
H.R. 3912: Mr. HECK of Washington.
H.R. 3969: Mrs. BLACKBURN.
H.R. 3991: Mr. HECK of Washington.
H.R. 4040: Ms. TSONGAS.
H.R. 4190: Ms. MENG.
H.R. 4301: Mr. PIERLUISI.
H.R. 4306: Mrs. CAROLYN
New York.
H.R. 4351: Mr. CUMMINGS, Mr. STUTZMAN,
and Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.
H.R. 4440: Ms. DELAURO, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. CLEAVER.
H.R. 4484: Ms. SPEIER.
H.R. 4489: Mr. PERLMUTTER.
H.R. 4551: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of
New York.
H.R. 4594: Ms. BONAMICI.
H.R. 4772: Mrs. BLACK.
H.R. 4814: Mr. HECK of Nevada and Ms. HER-
RERA BEUTLER.
H.R. 4837: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois
and Mr. SENSENBRENNER.
H.R. 4930: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona and Mr.
GUTIERREZ.
H.R. 4969:
Mr. COBLE.
H.R. 5009:
H.R. 5059:
H.R. 5063:
H.R. 5083:
H.R. 5119:
H.R. 5182:
Maine.
H.R. 5213:
H.R. 5227:

B. MALONEY of

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

HECK of Washington.

RIBBLE.

BRIDENSTINE.

POSEY.

AMODEI.

CONYERS and Ms. PINGREE of

Mr.
Mr.

REICHERT.
GIBBS.
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H.R. 5228: Ms. MENG.

H.R. 5241: Mr. LEVIN and Mr. SIRES.

H.R. 5267: Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. RANGEL, and
Mr. JOYCE.

H.R. 5271: Mr. CONYERS.

H.R. 5403: Mrs. NEGRETE MCLEOD, Mr.
LONG, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. WENSTRUP, and Mr.
WALZ.

H.R. 5407: Ms. CHU, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Ms.
ROYBAL-ALLARD.

H.R. 5481: Mr. GUTHRIE.

H.R. 5484: Ms. KUSTER, Mrs. LOWEY, Mr.
COHEN, and Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 5504: Mr. CARSON of Indiana and Mr.
SABLAN.

. 5505:
. 5524:
. 5539:
. 554T:
. 55648:
. 5580:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Ms.
Mr.
Mr.

CRAMER.

HECK of Washington.

ROE of Tennessee.

PINGREE of Maine.
TAKANO.

LOEBSACK.

. 5589: Mr. O’'ROURKE and Mr. RANGEL.

H.R. 5644: Mr. JOYCE, Ms. KELLY of Illinois,
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. CARSON of Indi-
ana, Ms. PINGREE of Maine, Mrs. BUsTOS, and
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK.

H.R. 5650: Ms. ESTY and Mr. JOYCE.

H.R. 5677: Mr. FARR.

H.R. 5686: Mr. THORNBERRY.

H.R. 5700: Mr. MCGOVERN and Mr. SMITH of
New Jersey.

H.R. 5706: Mr.

H.R. 5727: Mr. STOCKMAN.

H.R. 5737: Mr. CHABOT.

H.R. 5739: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms.
HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. MEE-
HAN, Mr. KLINE, Mr. McCAUL, Mr. PAULSEN,
Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. KILMER, and Ms. FRANKEL
of Florida.

H.R. 5743: Mr. CUMMINGS and Mr. PETRI.

H.R. 5747: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. PERRY, Mr. MORAN,
and Mr. LOBIONDO.

H.R. 5748: Ms. NORTON.

H.R. 5751: Mr. HOLT.

H.R. 5759: Mr. BARLETTA and Mr. TERRY.

H.R. 5761: Mr. KING of Iowa, Mr. STOCKMAN,
and Mr. BROOKS of Alabama.

H.R. 5768: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. SAN-
FORD, Mr. GARRETT, Mr. BARLETTA, Mr.
BisHOP of Utah, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. STOCKMAN,
Mr. SMITH of Texas, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr.
MCKINLEY, and Mr. BROOKS of Alabama.

H.J. Res. 113: Mr. NADLER.

H. Con. Res. 91: Mr. VARGAS, Mr. TAKANO,
Mr. MEEKS, and Mr. HASTINGS of Florida.

H. Res. 520: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia.

H. Res. 711: Mr. ISRAEL and Mrs. LOWEY.

H. Res. 728: Mrs. BusTos, Mr. DAINES, Ms.
DELAURO, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Mr.
WOMACK, and Mr. HUELSKAMP.

H. Res. 730: Mr. DELANEY.

H. Res. 735: Mr. HURT.

H. Res. 755: Mr. POCAN, Mr. SWALWELL of
California, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, Ms.
SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. HASTINGS of Florida, Ms.
MATSUI, Ms. MOORE, Mrs. MCCARTHY of New
York, and Mr. O’'ROURKE.

H. Res. 7568: Mr. CONNOLLY and Mr. COOK.

CROWLEY.
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